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ong the thousand rumors in regard to a 
pee om ‘ental alienation of the Senator from 
cticut, not one of them was well founded. 
He had also had the pleasure of being a fellow- | 
with that gentleman several years ago, | 
hen he had the honor of a seat in the House of | 
ntatives; and could truly say that, so far | 
as was capable of judging, the mind of the || 





Senator was as strong and clear now as when he | 
gas formerly acquainted with him. Itis true, he | 
slaboring under a considerable degree of physical | 
debility, and consequent depression of spirits; 
but no debility or disorder attaches to his mind; 
that is as sound and clear as the mind of any | 
member of this body. His coming here was a | 
matter of experiment, undertaken by the advice | 
of physician, intending to take his seat if his 
ss tih should improve, or at least not suffer, by | 
thejourney. His health has been gradually im- || 

ving since the first day of his arrival; and he | 
now feels that it is so far restored as to authorize 
and require him to take his seat. The compe- 
tency of the Senate to object to his being sworn, 
and institute such an inquiry as the Senator from | 
Tennessee proposes, for one, | am by no means | 
willing to admit. He was, however, authorized 
by the Senator from Connecticut to say, that, in 
view of the many unfounded newspaper rumors, 
and misapprehensions of many persons in refer- 
ence to himself, he not only waived all constitu- | 
tional and legal objections to the competency of | 
the Senate to take the course suggested by the || 
Senator from Tennessee, but he invited it; and | 
Jam glad that the Senator from Connecticut has |} 
consented to this course. He was sure that an |! 
investigation would satisfy any committee that 
may be appointed, that no man in this body pos- 
sesses a Sounder mind, or is more capable, so fur 
as mental and moral capacity are concerned, to 
discharge the duties pertaining to this high office, 
than the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. JARNAGIN said if these rumors should 
turn out to be unfounded, there was no one on 
that floor who would take more pleasure in wit- 
nessing the gentleman from Connecticut take his 
seat than himself. His purpose of moving the 
investigation was as much do an act of justice to 
that gentleman asa duty to the Senate and people 
of the United States. 

Mr, J. then submitted the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the credentials presented to the Senate 
of the election of Joun M. Nixes to be Senator of the Uni- 
ted States trom the State of Connecticut be referred to a 
select committee, to consist of five, who shall be instructed 
are into the election, returns, and qualification of tne 
sid Joun M. Nixes, and into his capacity at this time to 
take the oath prescribed by the Constitution of the United 





| 





Mr. ALLEN moved to strike out all that part 
of the resolution referring to the capacity of the 
gentleman. The word “ qualification” was a 
tera sufficient to give general scope to the in- 
quiry. 

Mr. JARNAGIN accepted the modification. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD said that some Senators 
around him had suggested that it was incompe- 
tent for the Senate to take such a course; and it 
would be setting a very bad precedent to author- 
we (under the power given the Senate by the | 
Constitution to inquire into the election, returns, | 
and qualification of Senators) an inquiry into the 
mental qualification of Senators. ‘To avoid the 
force of such an objection—of forming a danger- 
ous precedent—he would move an amendment, 

lat “* said Senator elect, hereby waiving all con- 
stitutional and legal objection to the course pur- 
sued.”” 

Mr. JARNAGIN said he would dislike very 
much to incorporate in his resolution, as a part 
of it, the words suggested. He should be very 

Ppy that the waiver appear—that the Senator 
ect had waived all constitutional objection which 

t exist—but not appear in this resolution. 
t. FAIRFIELD withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN felt, he was sure, what 
was the very common feeling of the Senate. He 

this, as it involved an important prece- 


dent, as & “de which rendered it of some little 
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| would be no objection to the form by the party 
| most interested. 
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importance that the terms of the resolution should 


be well considered before they were adopted. It | 
struck him that the resolution, as now modified, | 
to exclude the part touching the capacity of the | 


Senator elect, would not give rise to the question 
intended to be involved, and which was the object 
of the inquiry. The words “ election, qualifica- 


| tion, and returns,’’ in the sense and meaning of 


the Constitution, do not embrace the present ques- 


of age, residence, &c, Nobody doubted the due 
election of this gentleman. 


his seat, ‘This question rises out of the principles 
of the Constitution, and not under that power 
given the Senate to inquire into the election, re- 
turus,and qualification of its members. He would 
rather suggest, as the Senate was very thin this 
morning and the question was of very great deli- 
cacy, that the resolution be allowed to lie on the 
table, and the presentation of the credentials be 


postponed. Without making any distinct mo- | 
tion, he suggested that the whole matter be post- | 


poned for the present, as the Senate was thin and 
would continue so for several days. 

Mr. ALLEN expressed the hope that the ques- 
tion of reference would be decided then. 


not proposed to decide the issue made on the mat- 
ter. 


the capacity of the Senator elect. ‘The Senator 
from Kentucky (Mr. Critrenpen] properly ob- 
served that this was a delicate matter; and in con- 


7 
sequence of its being a matter of a delicate char- 


acter, it seemed to him (Mr. A.) that it ought not 
to be made a subject-matter of debate and ques- 
tion there, instead of before a committee. As to 
the form of the resolution, so far as the individ- 
ual was concerned, he was willing that it should 


| take any form, and allow of any latitude, which 
| would do justice to him. Therefore he hoped 
| there would be no delay on account of form. 


If 
the Senator from Raneaty. would put such words 
satisfy himself, there 


Mr. CRITTENDEN remarked that the Senate 
would perceive at once that this question was one 


of more importance to the Senate than to the in- | 


dividual. The importance of such a question was, 
that it involved the right and interests of that body 


| then, and it might be, as a precedent, to a greater 


extent thereafter; and it should be disposed of 
solemfily and deliberately. His own distinct and 


| clear judgment was, that the resolution offered by 


the Senator from Tennessee did not embrace the 
matter which be proposed should be the subject 
of inquiry. The term ‘ qualification,” as stated 
in the Constitution, had a distinct sense, and ex- 
cluded the question proposed to be raised alto- 
gether. The present form of the resolution did 
not meet the object, and was unnecessary. An 


| committee raised under it would transcend their 


duty, if they attempted to investigate the question 
of fact as to mental alienation. He proposed, 


, therefore, so to amend the resolution as to insert 


the words ‘* mental competency.” 

Mr. ALLEN remarked that the Senator elect 
expressly desired the words stricken out of the 
resolution to be restored; and that the inquiry 
have the fullest scope. 

Mr. JARNAGIN suggested other modifica- 
tions; but it was determined, by general acquies- 
cence, that the original form of the resolution was 
the best. 

Mr. TAPPAN doubted the constitutional power 
of the Senate to make such an inquiry. He 
knew no authority that they had to enter into an 
investigation of questions of competency. They 
could not foresee to what an extent it might be 
carried if they once admitted the right of that 
body to inquire into and decide on the compe- 
tency of Senators. It struck him that the Con- 
stitution did not give them any such right. Ifit 
was onge exercised, it might lead to dangerous 


The question now | 
proposed to be raised was whether, from the fact | 
of insanity, the Senator elect became ineligible to | 


It was |! 


The question then before the Senate was us | 
to the best mode of obtaing testimony touching | 
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|| practices, such as would strike at the very exist- 
ence of the body. He would therefore vote against 
the resolution. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN wished very much that 


|| this subject would be postponed till there should 
\| be a full Senate. 
|, orable Senator who had just taken his seat [Mr. 
|| ‘fappan] were very well worthy of consideration. 
;| It was a question not without its difficulties on 
tion. He understood by the word *‘ qualification”? | 
nothing more than the constitutional requirements | 


The remarks made by the hon- 


/ all sides, and one which was deserving of the 
most careful consideration, and the careful con- 
| sideration of afull Senate. A constitutional ques- 
tion was here presented; one of the greatest con- 
| sequence, affecting the organization of this body 
What might be its different shades, he did not 
know. He would, for the purpose of bringing 
it more distinctly before the Senate, move that 
the application, with the credentials and the res- 
olution, be postponed till Monday. 
Mr. ALLEN hoped this course would not be 
ursued. If any constitutional question should 
a raised, it could be decided by the committee. 
While the Senate sat, the State from which the 
| gentleman came was entitled to a full representa- 
tion upon this floor, All the evils which might 
result from a permanent exclusion of any member 
of the Senate from his seat, might equally result 
| from his temporary exclusion from it. The evils 
suggested by his colleague, which might result 
|| from the political ascendency of one party of men 
| in this body, in the one case, might equally result 
| in all cases of majority. He was sure there was 
| not a man in this body who was not actuated by 
| the best motives in this matter. He repeated, that 
|| the same evils resulting from the total exclusion 
of a member from this body, naturally followed 
his temporary exclusion. The individual present- 
ing his certificate here, and claiming membership 
| with other Senators, had, upon the face of it, a 
| right to his membership. The Senate had aright 
| to inquire into his eligibility; but before exercis- 
|| ing that privilege, where was its right to exclude 
| him? He said, therefore, that he hoped this mat- 
| ter would go to a committee. The committee 
| would investigate it, and afford an opportunity to 
|| the Senate of judging the question. But he saw 
] no reason for delaying the case, The resolution 
| had been put in the shape which he believed would 
| reach the very object which the Senate ought to 
|| inquire into; and that being the case, hé could see 
'| no reason for delay. 
|| Mr. BUCHANAN said this was a question of 
|| extreme delicacy; and he could desire that the 
| Senate should act with perfect unanimity with 
| regard to it. Surely it was not a question which, 
| 
} 
| 


| 
| 
| 
! 





in its nature, was calculated to create any feeling 
| whatever. All present, he had no doubt, were 
‘| actuated by the same motives; all desired to do 
| justice; and yet, if itwere a question which ought 
|| to be delayed or postponed, he would undoubt- 
'| edly acquiesce in that course. In this instance, 
however, the honorable gentleman from Connecti- 
cut (Mr. eg would be placed in a very awk- 
ward position before the world, by having the 
subject hung up until Monday next. If there 
was any reason for the delay, he should agree to 
itatonce. The constitutional question, if there 
was any involved, could as well be considered by 
the committee as any other question. It might 
be that no constitutional question would arise. 
He had entered into an understanding himself 
with some of the Senators who were absent, that 
nothing of importance should be taken up ene 
their absence; and he would ask that this shoul 
not be taken up, if he could see that it was caleu- 
lated to injure any person in the slightest degree. 
Why, then, pron: ate a committee be appointed 
by the President ofthe Senate? Why could they 
not proceed to the discharge of their duty? and 
if any question should arise likely to involve the 
Senate, he pledged himself to go no further until 
the Senate was entirely full. He thought this 
would be the propercourse. If he could perceive 
that it would do injury to anybody, he should be 
in favor of postponing the matter; but he could 
not perceive that such was likely to be the result; - 
and he thought that, as all partion had agreed as 
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to the form of the resolution, it had better be con- 
sidered, and voted upon at once. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN said it was suggested by 
an honora genuteman near him, that the Senate 
could not adopt a resolution to appoint a com- 
mittee for the purpose of carrying out an object 


which they had not the constitutional power to | 


actupon. As to the time, a committee was to be 
raised, and some of the gentlemen who would 
probably form it were absent. There were others 
absent who had a deep anxiety upon this ques- 
tion. He understood that the gentleman most 
deeply interested was laboring under great phys- 
ical debility; and therefore it could be a matter of 


no great consequence to him to have it delayed | 


for a few days. 


| 
} 


i 
| 


he could not see why there should be any objec- } 


tion to the postpone ment. 

Mr. WRIGHT wished to say a single word 
in relation to the motion of the Senator from Ken- 
tunky, [Mr. Cairrenpen.} 


necessarily be by a committee. He did not sup- 
eee the gentleman from Kentucky, or any other 
Senator, would think of deciding that a member 


was incompetent to be admitted to his seat, with- | 


out making that inquiry; and he said for himself, 
as had been said by the Senator from Pennsy!va- 
nia, |Mr. Bucuanan,] that, in expressing a strong 
hope that the Senate would permit the resolution 
to pass, and a committee to be appointed, it was 


It appeared to him | 
that Senators would all perceive that, if the Sen- | 
ate desired to make an inquiry of this sort, it must | 


with no view that the report of the conuittee | 


should be acted upon until the Senate should be 
full. Arrangements with the Senators absent had 


been spoken of, which he knew nothing about, | 


and to which he was no party; but it appeared to 
him, in contemplating the whole matter, that after 
delaying it to Monday, the first movement would 
be to institute this committee; and the delay would 


consequently be a loss of so much time, and also | 
be the means of placing the individual, now in a | 
sufficiently painful situation, ina much more pain- 
ful one. ‘There could be no objection to appoint- | 


ing gentlemen who were absent upon the commit- 
tee. Le hoped the Senate would adopt the 
resolution, 


The question was then taken on the resolution; | ; 7. . 
the relief of Daniel Rock was taken up, as in 


and it was adopted. 

Oa motion of Mr. JARNAGIN, the Chair was 
authorized to appoint the committee; and he ap- 
»ointed Messrs. Jarnacin, Benron, Berrien, 
Vricutr, and McDvurrinr, to consutute it. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a communication from the War Depart- 
ment, transmitting, in compliance with a resolu- 
tion of the Senate of the 3d instant, a statement 
of disbursements by William H. Thomas, a Cher- 


okee agent; which, on motion of Mr. Jarnaaiy, | 


was, With other communications from that De- 
partment on the same subject, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

PETITIONS, “TC. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented a memorial from 
sundry citizens of Ontario county, New York, 
remonstrating against the annexation of Texas 
to the United States; which wag referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Also, a letter, in the nature of a petition and 
certain papers and drawings from Charles Clin- 
ton, of Orange county, New York, in relation to 
certain improvements made in shot shells; which 
were referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


! 


| 


| 
| 


Mr. CLAYTON presented a memorial signed 
by or citizens of Delaware, remonstrating 
against the 
States; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. MILLER presented three memorials from 
the counties of Passaic and Orange, New Jersey, 
against any alteration of the present tariff; which 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. JARNAGIN presented a petition from 
John Cocke, of Tennessee, praying Congress to 
pass a Jaw to authorize the accounting officers of 
the Treasury to admit certain vouchers for dis- 


bursements, in the settlement of his accounts; || 


| which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 
Under all these circumstences, |! 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, reported back, without amendment, 
and with a recommendation that it do pass, the 
bill to extend the national road to the city of 
Alton, on the Mississippi river. 

Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on Claims, 
reported back, without amendment, and with a 


| recommendation that it be rejected, House bill 


for the relief of Allen Alborne. 
Mr. F. also, from the same committee, reported 


| a bill for the relief of George Harrison and his 
| securities; which was read, and ordered to a 


second reading. 
PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 

On motion of Mr. BREESE, leave was granted 
to withdraw from the files the memorial of cer- 
tain citizens of Illinois, praying the removal of 
the land office from Dixon to Galena. 

On motion of Mr. SEVIER, leave was granted 
to withdraw from the files the papers of John 
McHattun, deceased, a revolutionary soldier. 


TILE OREGON BILL. 


On motion of Mr. ATCHISON, the bill to en- 
courage the settlementof the Territory of Oregon 
was taken up, and made the special order of the 
day for Monday next. 

DANIEL ROCK. 


On motion of Mr. TAPPAN, the 
ders of the day were postponed, an 


revious or- 
the bill for 


Committee of the Whole, considered, reported to 


| the Senate, and ordered to be engrossed fora third 


reading. 
WILLIAM R. DAVIS. 
On motion of Mr. WHITE, the previous or- 


ders of the day were postponed, and the bill for 
the relief of William R. Davis, of Indiana, was 


| taken up, as in Committee of the .Whole, con- 


|, sidered, reported to the Senate, and ordered to be 


engrossed for a third reading. 
GENERAL ORDERS. 
The Senate then took up the general orders; 


,and the following bills were considered as in | 
| Committee of the Whole, reported to the Sen- || 
_ate, and ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading: 
A bill to authorize the school trustees, or other 


_ lawful authorities having charge of the subject of 
|; common schools, in surveyed township forty- 
| eight north of range eighteen west, in the county 
_ of Cooper, and State of Missouri, to enter a sec- 
tion of land in lieu of section sixteen, in said . 


| township, for the use of schools; 


A bill for the payment of the fourth regiment H 


| in the second brigade of third division of Vermont 


Also, the proceedings of a town meeting held || 


in the city of New York, at which Mr. Albert 
Gallatin presided, on the subject of the annexa- 
tion of ‘Texas to the United States, and in oppo- 


sition to such annexation; which were referred | 


to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
Mr. WHITE presented resolutions of an as- 


sociation called the North Bend Clay Club, in |) 


Indiana, in favor of the protection of American 
industry, and against the repeal or modification 
of the tariff law of 1842; which were referred to 
the Commitice on Finance. 

Mr. FULTON presented a petition from James 


Chappell and others, citizens of Arkansas, pray- | 


ing for the establishment of a mail route from the 
town of Batesville, Independence county, Ar- 
kansas, to Lebanon; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


| 


militia, for services at the battle of Plattsburg, on 
the 11th September, 1814; 

A bill for the relief of Hiram March; 

A bill for the relief of Ephraim D. Dickson; 

A bill for the relief of Henry Newman; 

A bill for the relief of Joseph Campau; 

A bill authorizing a patent to be issued to Jo- 
seph Campau, for a certain tract of land in the 
State of Michigan; and 

A bill for the relief of George Duval and other 
Cherokees. 

The following bills were considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, amended, reported back to 
the Senate, and the amendments concurred in; 
and the question of engrossment being on each, 
if no further amendment were ordered, they were 
postponed until to-morrow for further considera- 
tion: 

A bill for the relief of citizens of towns upon 


annexation of Texas to the United | 


April 30, 


|| the lands of the United States, under c 


'' cumstances; and 


ertain cir. 


A bill to grant to the Great Weste 
, Company a right of way though the 
'' of the United States, and for other 
On motion of Mr. PHELPS, th 


|, adjourned, 


rn Railwa 
public land, 
Purposes, 

e Senate then 


1 HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVEs, 
| Tuespay, April 30, 1844, 


| The SPEAKER announced the business 

| in order to be the call on committees for re 

| Mr. BROWN, of Indiana. desired nomen ; 

|| to offer a resolution. = 

| Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL hoped the revular 

| order of business would be adhered to. °° 

| Mr. SIMONS, from the Committee on R, 

‘| graving, offered two resolutions in relation tothe 
vinting of certain maps; which were agreed to 


1] THE TARIFF. 


| Mr. BROWN, of Indiana, sent the resolution 
| which he desired to offer, to the Clerk’s table. 1, 
|| be read for information; and it was read accor. 
|ingly. It proposed to fix one o’clock on Wed. 
| nesday, the 8th of May, for the termination of 
} debate on the tariff bill. . 

] Objections were made, and the resolution was 
| not received. 

| Mr. STEENROD moved that the House re. 
| solve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
|| the state of the Union on the tariff bill. 

The SPEAKER put the question; and a diyis. 
| ion being called for the House was counted, and 
|| the vote announced to be—S8 in the affirmative 
|| and 53 in the negative; which the Speaker said 

was less than a quorum, and tellers were called 
for. On reflection, the Speaker stated that there 
was a quorum present; the Speaker himself, who 








had not been counted, making the proper num- 
ber. Tellers, however, were called for, and 
Messrs. Burke and THomasson were appointed; 
and they reported—64 in the affirmative, and 59 in 
the negative. 
| _ The House thereupon resolved itself into the 
hole on the state of the 
| Union, and resumed the consideration of the tariff 
| bill. 
Mr. SMITH, of New York, was entitled to 
} 


' Committee of the 


| 
| 

the floor, and he spoke through his hour, but in 
| too low a tone of voice to be heard. 

Mr. BOYD next obtained the floor, and com- 

} menced with some remarks on the deep interest 
|| which his constituents felt in this tariff question. 
|| He said they were in favor of a revenue tariff, and 
| were distinctly opposed to the principle of pro- 
| iection, They were an agricultural people, and 
| they came not here for the purpose of importuning 
|| Congress for favors of any kind, although the 
|| wealthy capitalists and nabobs assembled and 
|| came here with a front ** more terrible than an 
|| army with banners,” to demand legislation by 
| which they obtained tariffs, and banks, and mo- 
|| nopolies of various kinds, to increase their already 
overgrown and inordinate profits. His constitu- 
ents, while this was being done, were found on 
their farms or in their workshops, by the exer- 
cise of their skill and industry providing for them- 
_ selves both necessaries and comforts; and all the 
protection they asked was protection from inju- 
rious change; all they asked was to be let alone 
in the pursuit of their honest avocations; and the 
“request was so just and so equitable that this 
|| Congress could ‘not deny it to them with justice 
|| and propriety. 
| But he did not rise to make a speech on the 
| tariff. Having been deprived of the pppertansy 
| on & previous occasion, when the House was ad- 
| dressed by his colleague, (Mr. Wurre,] in rela- 
| tion to a letter which he (Mr. B.) had addressed 
jt 





o two Representatives from Virginia, (Messrs. 
Hopkins and Cotes,] touching the presidential 
election of 1824, and Mr. Clay’s course in regard 

| to it and the bankrupt law in 1841, he should now 

avail himself of the opportunity afforded him to 
make a few observations in vindication of him- 
self, and in support of the position he had as- 
| sumed. And in approaching that subject he mus 
| be permitted to any to his colleague, and to this 
| entire nation, that he should be the last man on 
this floor that could be found either unjustly or 
ungenerously to attack the reputation of any man 
er heaven for political purposes; and if 


| 
| 
| 
| 





| 
| 





e,0 
gut to him { 
that oe 
pride © oF 
making pro 
would say ' 
other matte 
jeting pub 
no power 
parching 
ly. 
Othe lette 
directly OF 
referred to 
idency of t 
the ea 
le of | 
i betw 
the canvas 
tions, whic 
the treaty 
riod wh 
those two 
10 call the 
appeal to 
their publ 
show wha 
would pe 
writer wh 
not have ' 
article; br 
with bein 
ileges of t) 
the evider 
pot undet 
and the 
evidence 
Clay had 
he adduc 
that thers 
Clay and 
the book 
man fror 
Mr. W 
tion, 
Mr. Bi 
brief, as 
Mr. ¥V 
who call 
be. 
Mr. B 
be Mr. . 
Mr. \ 
Mr. | 
article \ 
and he 
and of } 
were ge 
ive prey 
Mr. Ac 
particul 
that the 
to hims 
the W 
which | 
ing dir 
ders. 
The: 
the que 
said M 
opinior 
tious r 
open 
would 
should 
was tl 
' Mr. C 
ness t 
more | 
hot pr 
the i 
know 
unex} 
the p 
Mass 
until 








= 


_ Was the recent letter of Mr. Adams in 


1644. 


e, or any other human being, would point 
at to him any error Into which he had fallen on 
that subject, he would say now that he had no 

ride of opinion that would prevent him from 
Pking prompt and ample reparation. But he 
mould say farther that, in relation to this or any 
other matter of public concernment, whether af- 
fecting public men or public measures, there was 
yo power under Heaven that could prevent his 
marching up to it boldly and investigating it 


vay, letter to which he alluded, assumed, either 
jirectly or by im lication, that Mr. Adams—he 
referred to Mr. Adamsas a candidate for the Pres- 
idency of the United States—was unpopular with 
the western country, and particularly with the 

ple of Kentucky. That letter also assumed 
that, between Mr. Adams and Mr. Clay, during 
thecanvass of 1824, there were unfriendly rela- 
tions, which began as far back as the negotiation of 
the treaty of Ghent, and continued down to the 

riod when the popular vote was cast between 
those two gentlemen. To these facts he begged 


proof he would address himself; and he would 

appeal to the people of the western country—to 

their public men, and to their public prints, to 
show what the? had said in relation thereto. He 

yould point to a certain article written by a 

writer who signed himself ** Wayne.’”’ He might 

not have time to read even an extract from that 
article; but it charged the venerable gentleman 
with being disposed to barter the rights and priv- 
ilegesof the people foramess of codfish. Whether 
the evidence would be conclusive or not, he would 
potundertake to say; but he would present it, 
und the House should judge for itself. That 
evidence would show, as he believec, that Mr. 
Clay had some agency in that publication, and 
he adduced it as one fact which satisfied his mind 
that there were unfriendly relations between Mr. 
Clay and Mr. Adams. He would aiso point to 
the book on the fisheries, written by the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Apams] h:mself. 

Mr. WHITE desired permission to ask a ques- 
tion, 

Mr. BOYD hoped the gentleman would be very 
brief, as his time was limited. 

Mr. WHITE desired to know who the writer 
who called himself ‘* Wayne”’ was understood to 
be. 

Mr. BOYD said he had always understood it to 
be Mr. Amos Kendall. 

Mr. WHITE, Certainly. 

Mr. BOYD then proceeded to say that that 
article was published, making certain charges; 
and he should quote the opinions of the press, 
and of public men of that day, to show that they 
were generally believed; and such was the extens- 
ive prepossession, and the abuse levelled against 
Mr. Adams in the West during that period, and 
particularly in regard to the transactions at Ghent, 
that that gentleman thought it proper, and a duty 
to himself, to come out with a book, (which, in 
the West, is called his book on fisheries,) in 
which he talked about subsidized slander, point- 
is directly to Mr. Clay as a party to those slan- 

ers. 

Then followed Mr. Clay’s celebrated letter on 
the question of veracity, in which he not only 
said Mr. Adams was in error both as to facts and 
opinions, but he promised that, at a more propi- 
tious moment, when he could do so without being 
open to an accusation of improper motives, he 
would expose those errors of Mr. Adams. He 

should refer to other documents, amongst which 
efense of 
Mr. Clay,in which he had expressed his willing- 
hess to adjourn that question, and appeal to a 
more august tribunal thanany on earth. He did 
hot pretend to quote his language, but such was 
the idea conveyed; and that question, it was 
known, was adjourned; at least, it had remained 
unexplained, and it might possibly, according to 
the prophetic language of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts,{ r. ADAMs,] remain unexplained 
until they should all be called to answer for their 
acts before that august tribunal of which the gen- 
tleman had spoken. 

here was another publication in which, if he 
remembered right, the policy of the venerable gen- 
eman from rd seen was characterized as 
& policy that would light up the flames by which 
the cabins of the West would be consumed; by 


to call the attention of the House; and to their || Congress, who asserted that he denounced Mr. 





} 
A a, . 
he would sacrifice their wives and children, their 
| rights and liberties, for a mess of fish. He was 


| charged directly with violating his instructions at 
| 





Ghent, by the “writer “ Wayne,”’ (the venerable 
| timony of Mr. Tanner, now the editor of a paper 
1 called the Yeoman, published in Kentucky, that 
| Mr. Clay paid him $100 for the publication of 
| those letters of Amos Kendall. 
| Mr. WHITE remarked that Mr. Tanner was 
a thorough-going Democrat, and the editor of one 
of the most rabid Democratic papers in the State 
of Kentucky. 

Mr. BOYD wished to be understood distinctly 
that Mr. Tanner’s testimony was taken under 
oath, by the Legislature of Kentucky, and he had 





| 
} 
| 


| Clay and Mr. Kendall. He would also produce 
| the testimony of Thomas P. Moore, a member of 


| Adams al! over his district, on the authority of 
| Mr. Clay himself. 
| ing friends, the late Mr. Trimble, by testimony 
| which he would produce, characterized the elder 
| Adams as a Federalist, and said that the younger 
Adams was a chip of the old block. Such was 
the language used in the West at that time. 

Mr. WHITE made some remark which was 


| 
not distinctly heard. 

course of all the papers in the entire West in the 
| 


kind. He wished that he had the time to refer 
for a single moment to what appeared in a Ken- 


Mr. Clay, and in his own town. 
would refer to the papers of that day, and con- 
sider the relations then existing between Mr. 


mind to. But while there was good evidence of 
an unfriendly feeling between Mr. Clay and Mr. 
Adams, there was abundant evidence of a friendly 
| feeling existing between Mr. Clay and General 

Jackson. There was also the most abundant evi- 
|| dence of the unpopularity of Mr. Adams in the 
State of Kentucky at that day. 


| With regard to the unpopularity of that gen- 
tleman, he did not know what better test to put 
that matter to that would be more clear than the 
popular vote of the State in the erates 
the 





| tion, and the action of its Legislature. 
whole electoral vote, 
General Jackson received.....cscccsccescseeseeeeeeee D9 


} 
{ 
' 
| 


Mr. Adams........ dedi iadis ted hacivadicieteiie 84 
| Mr. Crawford........ adestee sass Fee Neeciececctoa 41 
5 nee acne 0 nen relate enremiien 37 


| Of the popular vote in eight western States, it 
| appears that General Jackson received 46,512 
| votes more than Mr. Adams; 24,201.more than 
Mr. Clay; and 2,645 votes more than both to- 
gether. How was it inregard to the popular vote 
iinall the States? 


Any man who | 


} 
/ 


| Amos Kendall;) and he would show, on the tes- | 


| 


| not heard of its being ever contradicted. Butagain | 
| he would refer to a letter written by Mr. Clay, to | 
show that kindly feelings existed between Mr. || 


And one of Mr. Clay’s lead- || 


Mr. BOYD said, he need not refer again to the | 


interest of Mr. Clay teeming with matters of this | 


tucky paper, printed by a friend and relation of | 


Clay and Mr. Adams, and then come to the con- || 
clusion that there were no unfriendly feelings be- | 
tween them, must arrive at conclusions very dif- | 
ferent from what the evidence had brought his || 


| 
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} 
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| the deepest indignation on that occasion. 





it 


| 


| 
| 


General Jackson’s vote was | 


|| 47,628 over Mr. Adams, and 961 over both Mr. | 


i| Clay and Mr. Adams together. 
| Mr. WHITE here inquired of the gentleman 
| what authority he was reading from. 
| Mr. BOYD said he was reading from the Uni- 
| ted States Telegraph, and the publication of the 
|| Jackson central committee. He should quote his 
|| authorities so clearl 
|, dark. How was it in regard to the popular vote 
|| of Kentucky in 1824? The vote of Mr. Clay was 
| 17,331, and that of General Jackson 6,455. How 
many votes did Mr. Adams receive? He would 
point to the National Intelligencer of the day, 
where it would be found that he did not geta 
single vote. In his remarks the other day he 
might have said, speaking from memory, that Mr. 
Adams might have received, perhaps, as many as 
a hundred votes; but, on looking at the Intelli- 
gencer of that period, he found that he had not 
received one. 
fact that Mr. Adams was unpopular in Kentucky, 
and that General Jackson was exceedingly ee 
lar, he could point to the vote of the Legislature 
of that State, requesting its members of Congress 
in this House to vote for General Jackson for 


as to leave no man in the 


| 
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| which the sods of their green fields would be crim- | President. This resolution was passed bya vote 


soned with the blood of their people; and by which || of 69 ayes to 21 noes. 


In another resolution of 
the Kentucky Legislature pointing to General 
Jackson as the choice of the people of that State 
after Mr. Clay, in preference to either Mr. Ad- 
ams or Mr. Crawford, the vote was 73 to 11 in 
the House, and in the Senate nearly unanimous, 
though he was unable to give the precise vote. 
The evidence was so strong that General Jackson 
was the first choice of the people of Kentucky 
after Mr. Clay, that no man had ever questioned 
it. Indeed, he had never heard it doubted by any 
one at thetime. Under these circumstances, there 
was no wonder that the people throughout the 
Union, and especially in Kentucky, were shocked 
and astounded on learning that the vote of Ken- 
tucky had been cast for Mr. Adams; and partic- 
ularly so when that vote was followed by the 
circumstance of Mr. Clay’s being appointed Sec- 
retary of State. He knew that many of the peo- 
ple of that State felt the deepest mortification and 
They 
felt that their dearest interests had been betrayed 
into the hands of a man whom they had been 
taught to regard as their worst enemy. 

But the proof to his mind was conclusive that 
the friends of Mr. Clay did support the election 
of Mr. Adams to the andan. and did carry 
it through with a view to the promotion of Mr. 
Clay. He would point to evidences on this head 
so strong that it would not be easy to refute them. 

Mr. WHITE begged leave to ask his colleague 
whether Mr. Clay’s congressional district had 
ever, since that time, elected any other Represent- 
ative than an anti-Jackson man? 

Mr. BOYD replied that he was not aware that 


| itever had. There could be no doubt, however, 


and the evidence was conclusive on this point, that 
Mr. Clay’s congressional district preferred Gen- 
eral Jackson for the Presidency to Mr. Adams, 


| To pursue the matter further, he now proposed 


to examine how far Mr. Clay sanctioned or en- 
couraged these proceedings of his friends in his 
behalf. They pretended that it was patriotic to 
do what they had done, and excused themselves 
to their constituents by alleging that it was better 
for Kentucky and the West to have Mr. Adams 
President, with Mr. Clay Secretary of State, than 
to have General Jackson President, who it was 
ascertained would not appoint him to that office. 

Here was what his colleague (Mr. W nite} said 
the other day, when speaking on the subject of 
his (Mr. B.’s) letter to Messrs. Cotes and Hop- 
Kins. His colleague called his particular atten- 
tion to a paragraph in that letter. Without read- 
ing all that passed between his colleague and 
himself on that occasion, he would merely say 
that he had stated, in the letter to Messrs. Cores 
and Hopkins, that, pending the presidential elec- 
tion of 1824, there was a rumor that the vote of 
Kentucky was to be given to Mr. Adams, and 
that, in return, Mr. Adams was to make Mr. Clay 
Secretary of State. The charge was stated ina 
letter said to be written by Mr. George Kremer, 
a member of the House of Representatives; and 
it was denied by Mr. Clay. He had not time to 
read these letters, though he had both by him. 
This rumor went to Frankfort, in Kentucky; and, 
in consequence, the matter was taken up,by the 
Legislature. 

By arecurrence tothe proceedings of the House, 
it would be perceived that W. G. Robertsoa 
(Speaker of the House) moved to lay the resolu- 
tions on the table until a day beyond the close of 
the session, and gave as his reasons— 

‘¢ That their adoption would be unjust to their members 
of Congress who knew the will of the people better than 
they did; that it would be indelicate to Mr. Clay; that it 
would lessen the weight of Kentucky inthe next Adminis- 
tration ; that it was better to leave their members of Con- 
gress to act according to contingencies; that the weight 
and importance of the State and the western country could 
in that manner be best secured; that our members on the 
spot would be the best judges of what was best and expe- 
dient; that the resolutions would not only degrade their 
respected fellow-citizens, but throw Kentucky in the elec- 
tioneering arena in Congress completely handcuffed.” 

Mr. Shepherd, a member of the House, said 
in reply, that ‘some of the friends of Mr. Clay, 
he had ng doubt, wished to defeat the resolution, 


f more proof were needed of the || and leave it to that gentleman to make the best. 
bargain he could; but he did not wish the vote of 


Kentucky’ to be bartered away, or that Mr. 
Clay should be Secretary of State to the exchu- 
sion of General Jackson as President. Butto re- 
turn to the letter to Messrs. Cores and Hopuiss. 
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In that letter he said that the rumor that the vote such partnership. He could say to him, that if After a few other observati re th 
, ons, he adverteq 
of Kentucky would be given to Mr. Adams, was || he would address that letter to Mr. Clay, he had || the remarks of the gentleman from Kent ” ents of 
traced directly to a letter or Jetters written early || no doubt he would receive a prompt reply, and || {Mr. Warre,] in relation to evidence furnishy} ipction to mé 
in January, by Mr. Clay himself, to some of his || every explanation that was necessary. _ by Mr. Benton, General La Fayette, the edj icles of Bt 
; Sam .9 . | . | ° : e 
friends in Kentucky, not, perhaps, using the very Mr. BOYD said he chose to address Mr.Clay || the Richmond Enquirer, &c.; and he oan or" he 
words, but expressly conveying the idea. Now || and his friends in his place as a representative of || surprise that his colleague had not made 80 gnses. #2 
for that letter; and but for that letter, he would | the people; and he could not subject himself to || reply to the notice which Mr. Ritchie had a pich the dl 
not have replied to his colleague atall. Sir, here | the abuse he would be likely to receive, unless | of his speech, in which notice there was an ace : fallen. He 
is an extract from a letter which appeared in the || protected by the shield of his colleague. He here || sation of making garbled extracts, - sjone broug 
Kentucky Argus of that period; and from that || in his place, and in the character of a Represent- | Mr. WHITE asserted that he had given hj sumption, 
2 it was copied into all the Kentucky papers, | ative of the people, addressed Mr. Clay, and he || extracts fairly. ° consequence 
at least in all of them that were friendly to the | called on him and his friends to explain all the | _ Mr. BOYD then proceeded to notice the declarg quid be ta 
election of General Jackson. The date is 8th | circumstances connected with this letter, and if it | tion of his colleague, that he had not heard of this which had | 
January, 1823; and it was a letter written to Mr. | did not exist, to show it. He believed in his |) letter until he saw it mentioned in his (Mr. B.'s jy was true 
F. P. Blair, then a resident of Frankfort, Ken- || conscience that the letter did exist, to the pur- | communication ; and after recapitulating the testi s ha 
tucky: port, if not in the exact words he had quoted | mony adduced, he proceeded. Mr. Trimble said uence 0 
on: A friend of Mr. Adams comes to me, with tears in his || He had additional evidence to prove that this let- he voted for Mr. Adams, because it was distinc] yool, and 0 
apescen a cnyes Gr Be Adame bas always had abe ereat- || ter existed. Mr. Clay was called on to publish |! ascertained that he would make Mr. Clay Seen the protect! 
; lanes Shines tote caumlon to whith pow Gin et Sreal. it, but refused, alleging that it would not be dec- | tary of State. General Metcalfe said the could pcrease the 
‘ You were undoubtedly the second choice of New England; || 0rous to do so, because there were some things || not possibly get Mr. Clay made Secretary of His colle 
2 and | pray you to consider whether the public good and || in it that were of a private nature; but that the State without voting for and electing Mr. Adams ” rise that 
your own fetus ton rests do not distinetty point you to the | letter had been placed in the hands of a commit- |} Mr. F. Johnson said he voted for Mr. Adams to who maint 
ck. a leg Rr rpc MBs Fasc geeP igs cone | tee of his friends; and any person who wanted || get Mr. Clay made Secretary of State. This w, duced pric 
t thei | hes t Is m il,int nd, |} as ra 
‘ be more likely to be accomplished by so bestowing their || to 8ee it might do so. Many did see it, and in |) the testimony; and from it there was but one iney. duty on 
ae votes. Your Representative is inclined to concur with us || this way the copy was taken that was published. |, itable conclusion. But, in addition, he had whata that matter 
} f + these yee : and, ns I know his respect ned your But there was other proof to sustain the fact that very distinguished man {Mr. | thought was little 0 
s. oral whee te fet tr tore suuall, to strengthens y beg he | such a letter was written, There were letters || of that transaction; he believed the evidence of country» 
7 inclinations. Show this to Crittenden alone.” || written to David White, the ee oe spoken || the transaction was clear enough to satisfy any oe 
be Now, did such a letter exist? That was the || of in Mr, Clay’s letter to Mr. aoe oe court of justice: —— . 
: j inquiry to which his colleague the other day || him in his inclination to serve Mr. Clay, by vot- “ T assert, (says Mr. McDurrte, of South Carolina,) and m6 8 a 
2 said: | || ing for Mr. Adams. Mr. Crittenden wrote a || am willing to stake my humble stock of reputation upon the factures ! 
ae 4 Tie wan too grave a charge to be made on such vase \| letter to strengthen Mr. White in his inclinations, truth of the assertion, that the circumstances of the eztraor. in Pennsy 
Bae and uncertain grounds. Until that letter was produced } and so did Mr. Blair. Others of Mr. Clay’s } dinary coelition between dams and Clay furnish as strong and of bet 
a : cain ane er Se ee ee ae ional = Giasted ith th w A evidence of an abandonment of political principle onthe part Bat his ec 
x there was bet, te is judgment, any ev idence before the fi en s wrote letters to him with the same o pyect of Mr. Clay, and of a corrupt political bargain between him ' ‘ 
ae : ee ee the eee nee ae ree and he now | in view; and these appeals proved to be so strong | and Mr. Adams, as is ordinarily required to establish the uanif -_ 
ae challenged bis cotrague, and he would be responsibie | that he finally voted for Mr. Adams, and the vote || guilt of those who are charged in a court of quarter sessions his goods 
th for it, that, if Mr. Clay were called on, he would take off 7 y ; e | elt the esaimon. crimes. imows to the law.?! a ssion 
ae every shackle from the correspondence. And unless his || Of Kentucky was by this means given to that ; mi S 
fi ; colleague produced the letter, he said bis allegation steod || gentleman. Mr. White afterwards came out in |; His colleague, in his remarks, pointed to sey. Mr. Ov 
Ae —s belore the American people and the civilized || an apology to the people of his district, and gave || eral distinguished men, and he would also point Mr. 
ae *, |, as an excuse for the vote he gave, the urgent let- || to some. He would point to a distinguished to aqeent 
7 In another place, his colleague said: || ters he had received on that subject; and said that, ||} Whig member of Congress from Virginia now on dusive ” 
; “That be had never heard of the letter till he saw the || in giving his vote, he voted for Mr. Clay, and || this floor, who was said to have joined in a reso- account; 
‘ i letter of his colleague. He lad never seen it in his life. || t for Mr. Ad 1 luti f thi t go, it rem 
. = And be had only to say, in relation to it, that if there was || eee ee — a ea « : in point @ 
ci any such jeter, and his colleague would address a line to || His colleague the other day had asked why he Mr. WELLER inquired to whom the gentle. at Cc 
i 4 Mr. Clay, he would throw off ail the shackles, and disciose || had not read an extract from the testimony of |! man alluded? , h 
ee to hun ail the corespondence. | Jeptha Dudley. Of Mr. Dudley he would remark || Mr. BOYD replied, Mr. Wittovcusy Nevw- ates 
an: As his colleague had proposed to him to make || that there was not a more highminded, honorable || ton. ar. h 
ae a call on Mr. Clay in reiation to this letter, he || man in Kentucky than he was. | The resolutions were as follows: pe wo 
- 20 ; ve | / TR "Ae j | r | 
would on yaneses to _— that they should both | Mr. WHITE remarked that he agreed with “ Resolved, That we regard the evidence already before yt 
join inthateall; and for this purpose he haddrawn |! that. . the public as amply sufficient to verify the charge ofa cor- Mr. C 
upa letter, addressed to Mr. Clay, which he hoped ] Mr. BOYD said he could not, therefore, be ac- || rapt understanding between John Q. Adams and Henry dha th | 
his colleague would join him in signing. | It was || cused’ of being afraid to hear what Mr. Dudley || Clay; by which the were enabled so elevate enc abe» lt the 
. ti » > My ry hi se lt oa a . . arte , . " 
7 the ee a Ms , Clay oe If, | said. He then read the following extract: of the ren g ep 
sat this Matter, cOnmmerAg the eNnportance that ‘| J, Dudley, a member of the Senate, being called on, “* Resolved, That we regard the example thus set, of ex- were to 
had been attached to it, should be settled ; and he stated on the floor of the Senate that, in January, 1825, F. || posing to auction the highest offices of State, as an indeli- h ce 
would now say that if Mr. Clay could show that |) P. Blair (the intimate and confidential correspondent and || ble stain on the republican party of our country, and a wheat; ¥ 
such a letter did not, and never did. exist, he |, friend of Mr. Clay, who, as was proved by another witness, || ™@rking the approach of that decay of public morals which No man 
ane : y SS WSVES Gis, CRIM, ad ‘oor four weeks before the presidential elec. || 18 the constant forerunner of the ruin of republics.” d 
should cheerfully take all the pains in his power | had state “ee or four weeks before the presidential elec- and yet 
Sas ae as ae || tion, that Mr. Clay would be Secretary of State if Mr. Adams - : sa ° cottons 
to retrieve his character from the slightest impu- || was made President, and who had refused to swear, when || He then quoted, in support of his positicn, like caine 
tation in regard to it. He would here ask the || catledon, upon the ground that the information he had was || tesumony of Mr. Badger, a member of the late th 
Clerk to read the letter he had drawn up for his || obtained in the course of friendly communications and |} Administration; but, as his time was — eX- e pres 
colleague to join him in signing. | prleate correspondences which he deemed confidential) came || hausted, he hurried on to the question in relation oo 
on : i} a i 7 & >* se t - 2 
Che letter was then handed to the Clerk, and || quired my opinion on the resolutions passed, requesting to Mr. Clay # voteon the repeal of the bankrupt ahaa 
read, as follows: | our members of Congress to vote for General Jackson as law, than which there was never a more direct rt 
Hovse or Representatives, Ipril 28,1844, || Presidentof the United States. Mr. B. desired that I would || violation of public sentiment by a Representative ne COU 
Sin: The public notice having been called to a letter, || ae —— moquering Sve prema se8 poctiomenty ©. of the people. The opinion of Kentucky was well ume in 
; = aie ootne rors by mn : W eaniemen ote the | cake aie waieae ane To inde ri objected ~ a ee my | knownon thatsubject; and Mr. Clay ha professed volved i 
fe yettliont of Fidnkort, Kenvacky, touching the na Gots || reasons therefor. : : to hold it to be the duty of the Representative to ion | 
; presidential election, in which it is charged you said to | . * Mr. B. appeared surprised that I should raise any objec- | carry out the wishes of his constituent, no matter HOOr, @ 
: Mr. Bair, among other things, ia substance, as follows: || thane, goctieusaty 287 wan cogeee) ee one. Se how a knowledge of those wishes was obtained. in this 
oe | , o pee a ee Sones. ne ee athe wen | for the resolutions, had written such letters, and that Icould || Such were his opinions before 1824—before he i py 
= | an Seapeet fur you, and the blebest ieaakttel ‘wo an | do it with more propriety. He said, if Mr. White could be || turned his back on Deniocracy, that he might be, — 
A talents. There is no station to which you are not equal. || imduced to vote for Mr. Adams, he would obtain the vote of || as he has ever since been, locked in the embrace pana 
= You were undoubtedly the second choice of New England, || Toy ote ~ eee snort of fhe eee of Federalism. most C4 
i and I pray you to consider whether the public d | which would elect Rim; in which c r. Clay wou in . ’ . speech 
aa : = A ca nites G0 a isti . Pare gone tame ‘| thea pointment of Secretary of State. I then inquired how _Here the Chairman’s mallet announced the ex 
i your own future interests do not distinctly point to you the |! P. ’ ed his Mr 
e course which you ought to pursue. } } || that fact had been ascertained? His answer was, that || piration of Mr. Boyn’s hour, and he resum in 
“My friends entertain the belief that their kind wishes || letters had been received from gentiemen of undoubted veraci- || seat. : : 
ae towards me, will, in the end, be more likely to be aecom- || oy ot Weeene Sa ees oe eee and I Mr. C. B. SMITH next obtained the floor, and = a 
ie erences eee means: | Sor : ee adverting to the remarks of a colleague (Mr. JM Hs 0 
P. ; I know his respect for your opinion, & request, if you con- This was the testimony to which his colleague || Owe] in relation to the poverty and wretch y 
| cur in our views, that you will write to him by return mail | alluded the other day, and then asked if he could || ness of the English citizens, contended that it was —_ 
; i to ewongehon him in his inclinations. Show this to Crit- | read it withouta blush. Now, his colleague must || occasioned, not by her protection of her manu — 
ae enden alone. : in conse 
os To avold all misapprohension, therefore, and to the end || look to other cheeks if he expected to find a blush || factures, but of her breadstuffs, and in .: ane 
7 | that even-handed justice may be done to all, we respect- | on the et of such testimony as that. ; quence of her aristocracy, her pampered hie ca 
. fully ask to be informed whether such a letter ever ex- Mr. WHITE had not alluded to the gentleman |, rarchy, &c. He asserted that there was n0 neta 
Boe i eet and if so, oat pee will furnish (if | from Kentucky. analogy between the systems of the two coul- pelled 
ae | or if not within your reache that you will give full author. || Mr. BOYD. Well, that was the testimony of | tries. “He then entered into some historical illog oes 
a 3 ity to Mr. Blair to publish said jetter, or a certified copy || Jeptha Dudley; and with other testimony, it went | trations of the operation of the tariff systems and cnn 
— Oe si. | to show that a letter had been there, and that it || free trade, quoting largely from Alison’s History. i f 
ae Respectfully, your obedient servants, had done its work. David White said that he Mr. 8. denied that the farmer was taxed, a8 it 
j . 3 Hon. H. Cray. | had received many letters, and that he cast his || alleged by the opponents of the protective system, ne 
‘ “ | had rec 3 : of ed the Mr 
te Mr. WHITE had only to say to his colleague, | vote with the express view of making Mr. Clay || for his implements of husbandry. He asked! er 
- a in reply to his proposition to unite with him ina | Secretary of State, none that he should be || gentleman from Indiana if the people of his dis- pon 
a q call on Mr. Clay, that he could netenter intoany || pleasing his constituents by doing so. trict did not buy their iron cheaper now than they ; 
| 
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: the of the late tariff act. The | 
ad — of a protective tariff assumed that pro- 
se to manufactures increased the prices of the 
wides of general consumption. Now, to agree 

this, he must resist the evidences of his own 
: _ He knew that upon every article upon 
the duties had been loemnapiil: the price had 
He never had contended that the tariff 
lone brought down the prices of articles of con- 
gmption, but that diminished prices were the 
consequence of it. How, therefore, the people 
uid be taxed on those articles, the prices of 
yhich had been reduced, was a mystery to him. 
was true that the prices of cotton and woolen 
s had lately been raised; but this was a con- 
yence of the enhanced price of cotton and 
yool, and of labor; and it was principally because 
the protective principle, when carried out, would 
increase the price of labor, that he went for it. 

His colleague [Mr. Owen] expressed his sur- 

rise that the advocates for a protective tariff, 
yho maintained the doctrine that protection re- 
jyced prices, should petition for a reduction of 
duty on railroad iron. Now, he could explain 
that matter satisfactorily to his colleague. There 
was little or no railroad iron manufactured in this 
country, and that was the reason (there being no 
competition with the foreign products) that the 
price had not fallen; but let a sufficient protection 
ye given, So as to build up that branch of manu- 
fctures, and he had no doubt but that his friends 
in Pennsylvania would in time produce it cheaper, 
ad of better quality, than the English articles. 
Bat his colleague had admitted that a protective 
riff enabled the American manufacturer to sell 
his goods cheaper; and he thanked him for the 
admission. 

Mr. 8. yielding the floor for explanation, 

Mr. OWEN said, he had not intended either 
to assent or deny that those benefited by an ex- 
dusive markets could afford to sell cheaper on that 
account; his argument was, that even if that be 
so, it remained then to be proved that they would, 
in point of fact, sell cheaper. 

Mr. C. B. SMITH said he had taken the report 
from the National Intelligencer. 

Mr. OWEN supposed the reporter might have 
somewhat misunderstood him, though the re- 
ports given in that paper of his remarks had been 
in general very accurate and fair. 

Mr. C. B. SMITH said, that if it was true 
that the imposition of duties raised the price of 
anarticle, how happened it that the price of wheat 
had not been affected by it? Suppose the duty 
were to be increased fifty per cent. on foreign 
wheat: would that increase the price of the article? 
No man in his senses would say that it would; 
and yet it was pretended that the duty on coarse 
cottons increased the prices on them. Mr. S. 
continued his argument, showing the effects of | 
the present tariff on prices; and, in conclusion, 
took a general view of the whole subject of pro- 
ection, contending that the system was best cal- 
culated to promote the welfare and happiness of 
the country. He spoke to the end of his allotted 
ume in a discussion of the general question in- | 
volved in the measure before the House. 

Mr. KING, of New York, next obtained the 
floor, and commenced by observing that no party 
inthis Government could desire the adoption of. 
a system of direct taxation, and hence some indi- 
rect mode must be resorted to; and a tax on im- 

ports was found the least objectionable and the | 

mostconvenient. He then delivered an elaborate 
speech in opposition to the present tariff. 

Mr. MARSH addressed the committee in fagor 

of the protective system, of which he took a view 

its commencement down to the act of 1842. 
He contended for its constitutionality and expe- 
y, and that it was eminently calculated to 
promote the growth and prosperity of the coun- 
ty, Heargued that protection to American man- 
res was necessary, to build up a home 
market for the products of agriculture; for foreign 
nations never would receive them unless com- | 
d to do so, and there was no other mode of 
eovning.0 market, but by building up one at | 
home. He also contended that the operation of 
the present tariff was mild and beneficent; deny- 
ing that it operated as an oppressive tax, or that | 
it inereased prices to the consumer. | 
Mr, BIDLACK obtained the floor, and spoke 


gen 
which 
fallen. 
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THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. HUDSON, on whose motion the commit- 


tee rose, and reported progress. 


week, at one o’clock. 


Mr. DROMGOOLE moved to amend, by strik- | 


ing out ‘one o’clock Wednesday week,’ and in- 
serting ‘‘Monday next, at two o’clock.”?. Mr. 
D. then demanded the previous question. 

Mr. KING, of New York, moved that the 


House adjourn; which motion was rejected—ayes | 


25, noes 71. 

Mr. WHITE moved aecall of the House; which 
motion was rejected—ayes 4, noes 95. 

Mr. WHITE offere 
leged motion, that the House adjourn over until 
Friday next, for the purpose of taking up the 
carpets and cleaning the Hall. 

No quorum voting on this motion, 


| 
| 


a resolution, as a privi- | 





Mr. DAVIS, of New York, moved that the 
House adjourn; which motion was rejected. 

Mr. WHITE then moved a cal! of the House; 
which motion was rejected. 

And then the House adjourned. 


The following petitions, presented to-day, were handed 
to the reporters by the members presenting them: 


By Mr. McCAUSLEN: The petition of sundry citizens || 


of Carroll county, Olio, praying for a donation of land for 
a certain school association in said coanty; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. DEAN: The petition of J. W. Crawford and 
thirty-eight others, citizens of Wayne county, Ohio, pray 


ing Congress to extend the provisions of the ordinance of | 


1787, regulating the northwest Territory, over the Terri- 
tory of Oregon ; which was referred to the Committee on 
Territories. 

Also, the petition of J. B. Brown and sixty-five others, 
of Starke county, Ohiv, praying the reduction of postage 
on letters and newspapers, and to abolish the franking priv- 


ilege; which was referred tou the Committee on the Post | 


Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. KENNEDY, of Indiana: Four several remon- 
strances of the citizens of Allen, one of Steuben, two of 
Noble, two of De Kalb, one of Huntington, two of Adams, 
one of Blackford, and one of Grant, counties, in the State 
of Indiana, numerously signed, all remonstrating against 
removing the land office from the city of » where it is 
now located; which were referred to the Comunittee of the 
Whole, to whom was referred a billon the same subiect. 

By Mr. HARPER: The petition of George Andersou and 
forty-seven others, citizens of Washington, Guernsey coun- 
ty; of William A. Talbott and thirty-two others, citizens 
of Beaver township, in said county; of John T. Herbert 
and thirteen others, citizens of Knox township, in said 
county, praying that the present tariff law may not be dis- 
turbed. 

By Mr. RELFE: The petition of C. T. Woods and thir- 





ty-nine others, inhabitants of Crawford county, Missouri, || 
asking the establishmentof a post route from Port William | 


to Little Prairie, Crawford county. 


By Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania: A petition from cit- | 


izens of Shippensburg, Pennsylvania, against any modifi- 
cation of the tariff of 1842, and two memorials from citi- 
zens of Clark's Ferry, Pennsylvania, against a repeal of 
the tariff as prejudicial in the highest degree to the pros- 
perity of all branches of American industry. 


dock at that port. 

By Mr. WRIGHT, of New Jersey: The memorial of 
William Pennington and five hundred and seventy-three 
¢ hers, citizens ot Newark, New Jersey ; also, the memorial 


of George D. Cabot and seventy-nine others, citizens of || 


Springfield, Essex county, New Jersey, protesting against 
any change of the present tariff. 


By Mr. ST. JOHN: The petition of Thomas Morrison |) desired to submit his plan to Congress, with a 
and sixty-six citizens of Hancock county, Ohio, asking the | 5 , 


establishinent of a mail route from Findlay, in Hancock 
county, to Roundhead, in Hardin county, Ohio; also, the 
petition of Jacob Rosenberg and one hundred and thirty- 
two others, citizens of Hancock, Hardin, Putnam, and 
Allen counties, in the State of Ohio, asking the establish- 
ment of a mail route from Findlay, in Hancock county, 
to Roundhead, in Hardin county, Ohio; which were re- 
ferred to the Cominittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


By Mr. SAMPLE: The petition of D. E. Lory and sev- | 
enty-five others, citizens of the Fort Wayne and Winnemac || 


land district, in the state of Indiana, praying that some 
regulation may be made by law for reclaiming the wet 
lands in those districts by drainage; also, the petition of 


James T. Waterhouse and thirty-five others, citizens of the || 


same districts, for the same object. 


By Mr. CATLIN: The petition of Anna Yerrington, of 
Salem, Connecticut, praying for a pension; which was || 


referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 
Alse, the petition of the Washington Total Abstinence 
Society, praying that the spirit ration in the Army and Navy 


be abolished; which was referred to the Committee on | 


Naval Affairs. 


IN SENATE. 
Wenpvespay, May 1, 1844. 


Mr. EVANS presented a pet:tion from the heirs 
of George Whiie, for commutation pay which 
was referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 


for a few moments in favor of the protective sys- || Claims. 


‘em; when he gave way to 





| 
| 


! 
|} 
|| citizens of the county of Ontario, in that State 
Also, a memorial from H. Mandesfield and others, citi- 5 ; * 7 


zens of Philadelphia, asking the establishment of a dry- || which he moved might be referred to the same 
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| , ol ee ‘ 

| Democratic citizens of Wilmington, Delaware, in 
|| favor of the reannexation of Texas as a portion 
Mr. BRODHEAD offered a resolution to term- || 


1} 


inate debate on the tariff bill next Wednesday || referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


of the territory of the United States; which were 


Mr. WALKER presented a letter from J. L. 
O'Sullivan, showing the necessity of legislation on 
the subject of punishment for piratical robberies 


| committed on the high seas, according to the de- 


gree of criminality; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CHOATE presented the petition of the 
selectmen of Springfield, Massachusetts, concern- 
ing the boundary line of lands belonging to the 
United States in that town; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr.,. HAYWOOD presented the proceedings of 
a Jarge meeting of the citizens of Mecklenburg 
county, North Carolina, at which strong resoly- 


| tions were adopted in favor of the reannexaton of 


| Texas as a portion of the territory of the United 
States; which were read, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, 

Mr. BAYARD presented the proceedings of a 
| meeting held in the city of Wilmington, Delaware, 
| at which resolutions were adopted in favor of the 
' annexation of ‘exas to the United States as part 
of theirterritory. He also presented a memorial 
of persons who attended the same meeting, ad- 
dressed to Congress, and praying for the ratifica- 
tion of the pending treaty between the United 
States and Texas. The proceedings and memo- 
rial were referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from 
a number of citizens of the third congressional 
district of Pennsylvania, asking the Senate to 
ratify the treaty for the annexation of Texas; and 
if that could not be done, respectfully asking that 
Texas be received by both Houses of Congress 
into the Unionasa Territory of the United States. 
He was acquainted with several of the signersof 
this memorial, who were highly respectable men. 
| As it was a short, he would ask that it be read. 
| The memorial was accordingly read. 

Also, the protest or memorial of a number of 
| citizens of the county of Washington, State of 
| Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the ratifica- 
| tion of the treaty to annex ‘I'exas. Having had 
| one read, he hoped the other might be read also, 
It was accordingly read. Both memorials were 
| referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
Mr. WRIGHT had been requested to present 
the remonstrance of certain citizens of Onendaga 

county, State of New York, against the ratifica- 

tion of the treaty to annex Texas, which, without 
| reading, he moved miglit be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign relations. It was so-referred, 

Also, a similar memorial signed by sundry 


| 
j 


committee. It was so referred. 

He had also been requested to present the me- 
| morial of W. B. Davis, which stated that he be- 
lieved he had invented a boat for the removal of 
| sand-bars, which would be a great improvement 
ll in the navigation of rivers. The memorialist 


view to its employment, if it could be brought 
into use. The memorial was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

| Mr. TALLMADGE presented three memo- 
| rials from citizens of Oneida county, in the State 
of New York, remonstrating against any altera- 
tion in the tariff; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

BILLS PASSED. 


| The following bills, ordered to be engrossed 
|| yesterday, were read the third time, and passed: 

A bill for the relief of Henry Newman; 

A bill for the relief of Ephraim D. Dickson; 

A bill to authorize the school trustees, or other 
lawful authorities having charge of the subject of 
/ common schools, in surveyed township forty- 
eight north, of range eighteen west, in the county 
| 
i 
| 
' 


tt 


of Cooper, and State of Missouri, to enter a sec- 
tion of land in lieu of section sixteen, in said 
| county, for the use of schools; 
|| A bill for the relief of Hiram March; 
| <A bill for the relief of Joseph Campau; 


ii 
| A bill authorizing a patent to be issued to Jo- 
|| seph Campau, for a certain tract of Jand in the 


Mr. CLAYTON presented the proceedings of || State of Michigan; 
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A bill for the relief of George Duval and other 


Cherokees; 
A bill for the relicf of W. R. Davis; and 
A bill for the relief of David Robb. 
The Senate then adjourned to Friday. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wenpnespar, May 1, 1844. 


The Journal of yesterday having been read, 

Mr. WHITE rose to move acorrection. It was 
stated in the Journal that he had moved that when 
the House adjourned it should adjourn to meet on 
Friday. Now, he stated, when he made that mo- 


tion, it was for the purpose of having the carpets || 


taken up, and the Hall cleaned; and he therefore 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 





BUSINESS OF THE DISTRICT. 

| On the motion of Mr. KIRKPATRICK, the 
| first three legislative days after that on which the 
, House may dispose of the tariff bill, were set 
| apart for the consideration of the business of the 
| District of Columbia, instead of the first three 


| days of May, which will be consumed with the 
| discussion of the tariff. 


| 

| THE TARIFF. 

|| On the motion of Mr. McKAY, the House re- 
i] 

| 


| 


solved itself into the Committee of the Whole 

| on the state of the Union, (Mr. Hopxiws in the 
chair,)and resumed the consideration of the tariff 
bill. 


Mr. BIDLACK resumed his speech which he 


wished the motion to be entered on the Journal | suspended yesterday for a motion to rise, observ- 


as he made it. 
Mr. WELLER said that was the argument of 
the gentleman. He made the motion to adjourn 


over to Friday, and gave, as a reason for it, that | 


it was to have the carpets taken up. 

Mr. DUNCAN said it was not usual to put 
the reasons for a motion on the Journal, and he 
should object to it. 

Mr. WHITE said that his motion was to ad- 
journ over to Friday, for the purpose of having 
the carpets taken up. That was his motion, an 
he sale the reporters to notice it. 

Mr. WELLER said that was the reason given 


by the gentleman; but the real object wasto attend | 


the Whig convention. 


Mr. WHITE said perhaps the gentleman from | 


Ohio might know more of his motives than him- 
self; but he had stated his object truly. He with- 
drew his motion. 


Mr. WELLER made some reply, not heard. 
DELEGATE FROM FLORIDA. 


Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania, offered a reso- 
lution to take from the files the petition contesting 
the seat of Hon. Mr. Levy, Delegate from Flor- 
ida, and refer it to the Committee of Elections. 

The SPEAKER said the resolution was not in 
order but by general consent. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON and others objected. 

Mr. LEVY wished to ask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania at whose instance his resolution 
was offered. He wished to know if it was at the 
instance of any of his constituents. 


|| ng that he should labor under much embarrass- 
| ment, in consequence of the limit to which he 
|| must confine his remarks. If he had had suffi- 
| clent time, he shuuld have liked to have gone into 
| the comparative merits of the law of 1842, and of 
} the bill under consideration; but his time would 
| not permit, and he should, therefore, more par- 


| State, was one of greatimportance. But he would 
| first observe that, asageneral rule, he would bedis- 
|| posed to tax the luxuries of life, and such articles 
| as came in competition with domestic produc- 
| tions. He would so tax imports as to enable the 
domestic fabricator to compete with the foreign 
| manufacturer, while neither was permitted to im- 
pose upon the consumer; and if other duties were 
necessary, he would impose them on the luxuries 
| of life, admitting free of duty such articles as are 
of prime necessity, but are not produced in this 
country. 
| After giving a passing notice to the remarks of 
the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Bexser,]} in 
|| relation to the English corn laws, and the impo- 
sition of duties generally for the support of the 
|| Army and a of that country, he said this 
|| country, too, had to support an Armyand Navy 
| for the protection of its citizens and their com- 
|) merce. Of the importance of our commerce, 
| some idea might be formed from the fact that 


|| on the importation of American produce, which, 
|| in the year 1839, amounted to upwards of twen- 
|| ty-six million dollars, and in 1840 to upwards of 











The SPEAKER remarked that the resolution | twenty-eight million dollars. He went through 


was not before the House, and such questions 


were outof order. 


various statistical statements on this subject, and 
| noticed the interests of Pennsylvania, particularly 


Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania, rose to reply her coal and iron, which he was continuing when 


to the inquiry made of him; but 


the Chairman announced the expiration of his 


Mr. C. JOHNSON and others objected; and he || #llotted hour. 


took his seat 
CLOSE OF DEBATE. 


The resolution offered yesterday evening by Mr. 
Bropuneap, to take the tariff bill out of committee 
atone o’clock on Wednesday, the 8th instant, 
on which the previous question had been moved, 
came up for consideration, the question being on 


the amendment of Mr. Dromcoo ce te substitute || 


Monday next. 
The question was put on seconding the previous 
question, and the vote was—ayes, 57 noes 44. 
No quorum soene, 
Mr.C. JOHNSON moved a call of the House. 
Some conversation took place, when the motion 


ety a quorum present. 


he question was again taken by tellers on || 
seconding the previous question, and carricd— || 


ayes 70, noes 51. 
‘The main question was then ordered. 


Mr. DROMGOOLE called for the yeas and | lost forever; and our Government stood alone 


nays, which were ordered; and the vote was taken 


on his amendment, and rejected—yeas 38, nays | protect itself from injurious commercial regula- 


101. 


Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, rose before the vote || 


was announced, and asked permission to vote. 


|| Mr. BUFFINGTON next addressed the com- 


mittee in favor of the protective system, and dis- 
| played at much length its effects on the prosperity 
| of continental Europe and of Eneland. It was 
| (he said) the established policy of the world when 


| our Government went into operation, and, as a || 
' 


| natural and necessary consequence, it was estab- 
| lished here. Under the old Confederation it was 
the favored policy of the Government, and was 
continued as such on the adoption of the Federal 
Constitution. Mr. B. then went into the consti- 


|| tutionality of the question, and argued that the 


He said he was not within the bar at the time his | 


name was cailed, but was in the lobby, in con- 
versation with the Texan minister, and he should 
like now to record his vote. . 

Permission was not granted. 

The resolution was then agreed to. 


motion to suspend thé rules, to give him an op- 
portunity to offer aresolution; but his motion was 
not agreed to, very few votes being given in its 
support. 


‘| tuted for that object. 


|| the Navy, but for the protection of commerce and 
Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania, renewed his 


|| Congress by the Constitution. 
for a call of the House was withdrawn, there be- | 


power to protect domestic manufactures, by lay- 
ing duties on imports, was expressly granted to 
This power was 
_ not only granted to Congress by the Constitution, 
but the exercise of it was prohibited to the States. 
The constitutional power, therefore, he consid- 
ered ag settled beyond a doubt. If the Govern- 
ment did not possess the power to protect its own 
domestic industry, that power was extinct— 


'in the family of nations, without any power to 


tions of other nations. 

Having concluded the constitutional part of his 
| argument, Mr. B. proceeded to argue in favor of 
| the expediency of the protective system. This 
| Government was established for the purposes of 

peeeene The whole Government, from the 
| highest to the lowest of its functions, was insti- 
What was the object of 


the protection of the country from foreign inva- 


ticularly speak of the iron interest, which, in his | 


there was paid to the British Government duties || 


May | 


protection, to protect the weak against the 
and the simple against the designing. 
Mr. B. took occasion to notice the polic 
England, which had always been to protect of 
domestic industry; and he added that it oo on 
er poe she had given to her manufactures = 
| ad made her the greatest nation on earth. Lo . 
at England, and how great and powerful the x e 
tem of protection had made her. She stood ae 
| the wealthiest nation that ever existed. cn 
| Mr. HAMLIN (speaking across the floo 
| She owes a debt that is more than all she 
| worth, and that all the money in the world is oe 
enough to pay, while the great mass of her pop 
| ulation is starving. a 
Mr. BUFFINGTON said the secret that ex 
plained the great wealth of Great Britain was that 
she protected her commerce, her manufactures 
and her agriculture. But it was urged that Great 
| Britain, though wealthy, oppressed the great mass 
| of her citizens, and that her population was in 
starving condition. Now, he contended that this 
| Was not a consequence of her protective system 
| but of her form of Government. In England thers 
| wasan established Church, and a numerous bod 
| of clergy, supported at the expense of the peo. 
| ple. There was also an expensive Government 
] with a large military and naval establishment, 
and a hereditary aristocracy, who were supported 
in the same manner. All these kept the people 
_ down, and caused the misery and destitution which 
| were so extensively felt in that country. 
| Mr. B. then went into an argument to prove 
| that a protective tariff did not increase the price 
|| of imported articles, and contended that the dut 
| did not, as had been argued on the other side, fall 
| on the consumer. He laid it down that where 
an article of foreign manufacture was not pro- 
duced at all in this country, then the consumer 
paid the duty; but where the article was manv- 
| factured in this country, the competition of the 
|| American manufactures in the foreign market 
kept down the price, and made the duty fall partly 
| on the consumer, and partly on the foreign pro- 
‘| ducer. 
‘| He contended that, by the protection of rail- 
| road iron alone, a very large amount of money 
‘| would be saved to the country, to the advantage 
| of all its domestic interests, particularly the farm- 
| ing, which was peculiarly favored by the protec- 
' tion of the manufacturers. He then commented 
‘| on the duties for the protection of salt, and ex- 
|| pressed his astonishment that any one should 
_ have proposed the reductionon salt, and thereby 
| flood the country with a. foreign article, to the 
| destruction of the domestic article, and the injury 
| of the revenue, at a time when the Treasur 
; needed all the supplies it could procure. He 
then made an appeal to the committee in behalf 
of the farming interest, with which he was con- 
| nected. 
| Mr. HUBARD, onrising, observed that, having 
| on a former occasion delivered his opinions pretty 
| much at length on the subject of a protective 
tariff, he should, on the present occasion, content 


’ 





Strong, 





r) said; 








} 
| 








himself with stating very concisely the reasons 
| why he should vote for the bill before the com- 
] mittee, and why he was opposed to the tariff of 
} 1842. He should not go into any constitutional 
| argument of this question, but purposed to make 
a plain, common-sense speech. e was in favor 
of a revenue tariff which, while it afforded an 
| adequate support for the Government, would give 
| as much protection to manufactures as was ne- 
|| cessary. To this extent he was willing to pro- 
|| te anufactures. If we look back to the admin- 
| istration of Presidents Washington and Jefferson, 
| we shall find that manufactures were more pros- 
|| perous than they ever have been since; we shall 
|| find that commerce and agriculture were both 
'| more prosperous; and, indeed, the whole country 
| enjoyed a greater share of prosperity than itever 
had done in later times. He invited gentlemen 
|| to look back into the early period of the ae 
of the Republic for the result he had described. 
|| Up to 1816, the duties had varied from ten to fifteen 
| per cent.; and under those low duties, it was 
| found that our commerce, manufactures, an 
| agriculture were prosperous and aes : 
4 Now, when gentlemen pointed to Great Britain 











| sion? What was the object ofexpending millions || as a model for our imitation, he would call their 


| for the support of an Army, but for the protec- 
| tion of the citizens and territory of the United 


|| States? The whole object of Government was 


|| attention to the fact that the tariff of Great Britain 
! never was for the protection of manufactures, but 
| for the protection of the landed interest. 
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—_—— ; | : Pig ; 
from the report of Mr. Hume, in the House of There were some things in this bill of which he 
: that the revenue accruing from duties || 


ons, - 
a for the protection of manufactures did 
amount to half a million pounds sterling. In 
d, the tariff was imposed for the protec- 

jon of agriculture; here it was imposed for the 
tion of manufactures. There the revenue 

o¢ duties on the importation of manufactures did 

amount to half a million pounds sterling; here 
three fourths of our revenue was derived from 
juiies imposed for the protection of manufactures. 
He would invite the attention of gentlemen who 
gere in favor of a@ protective tariff to another fact 
gated in Mr. Hume’s report, and that was, that 
the cotton manufacture, being the branch that was 
iheleast protected in England, was the most flour- 
ishing, While the silk manufacture, which had 
been protected, was a small, dwindling concern. 
jp France, on the other hand, where the silk man- 
yfacture Was not protected, it was the most thriv- 
ing of any of the branches of industry of that 
country. He would ask gentlemen to look at the 
prosperous condition of our commerce, manufac- 
jures, and agriculture in the times of General 
Washington and Mr. Jefferson, when the duties 
were low, and then, turning their attention to the 
depressed condition of all these branches under a 
system of high duties, explain, if they could, why 
j.was that their favorite system had been followed 
by such results. _ 

In connection with this part of the subject, he 
would hand up tothe Clerk, and ask him to read, 
areport made by Mr. Gallatin (the then Secretar 
of the Treasury ) to Congress in 1810. The Clerk 
then read extracts from this report; in which, 
among other things, it was stated that the manu- 
facturing industry of the country was in the most 
prosperous condition; that a number of articles 
of manufacture which are stated in the report, 


were manufactured to a sufficient extent to sup- | 


ly the consumption of the country; that a num- 

rof others which were also enumerated, were 
established on a firm and stable basis, and were 
prosperous and increasing; and Mr. Gallatin at- 


tributes the flourishing condition of the manufac- | 
wring industry of the country to the absence of | 
those restrictions on trade and commerce which | 


eperated so injuriously in other countries. In 
this country, the report added that every species 
of wade was untrammeled, and open to all, 

Mr. H. then showed from the same report the 
fourishing condition of our commerce at the 
same period, and the great amount of our exports 
compared with what they have been under a sys- 
tem of high duties. It appeared by the facts he 
had adduced, that our protective-tariff system had 
cut down the commerce of the country, and thrown 
the manufactures ahead, but had not thrown them 
ahead to the extent that they were progressing in 
the days of General Washington and Mr. Jeffer- 
son. This proved conclusively that the tariff 
system was oppressive and injurious on the com- 
merce of the country. He begged gentlemen to 
notice and reply to these facts, Mr. H. then re- 
plied to the argument so often used by the pro- 
ectionists, that a high tariff produced low prices. 
If this was so, he asked of them what they wanted 
with high duties as a protection. Their interest 
as manufacturers required high prices for their 
productions. Why, then, did they clamor for a 
system which, as they said, had the effect of re- 
ducing the prices on their commodities? Mr. H. 
replied at length to this part of the argument. 


He submitted to the committee for considera- | 


tion, and it would be seen that, if a high tariff 
reduced prices, that policy would be suicidal. If 
that doctrine were true, the policy of the manu- 
facturer would be to go for free trade, as, accord- 
ing to their views, its tendency would. be to in- 
crease prices. But they, nevertheless, came here 
and asked for the passage of a tariff act, as a pro- 
tection against the pauper labor of England, and 
to keep up prices; and when obtained, they turn 
round and say, this boon which you have given 
us 18a curse, instead of a blessing. Now, instead 
of reducing, he contended that a tariff increased 

price of goods; but if it was seriously con- 
tended that the tariff reduced prices, what would 
be thought of it by our farmers and tobacco- 

wers, for whose interests some gentlemen pro- 
essed to have so much regard? 

aving stated some objections to the act of 
1842, he now proposed to give a few reasons why 
he should support the vill before the committee. 


| 





| 
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did not entirely approve, but he preferred it to 
the act of 1842. In the first place, he opposed 
the acts of 1841 and 1842 because they increased 
the taxes for the benefit of.the manufacturers; 
whereas the bill now under consideration would 
reduce taxation. The Whig party had appeared 
to think that high taxes were a felicitous mode of 
relieving the country, and by their tariff acts they 
had greatly increased the taxes. Mr. Fillmore, 


in an explanation of their plan, stated that it was || 


designed to raise $27,000,000, being $11,500,000 
more than was raised by the preceding system. 


The Whig Administration came into power as a | 


“reform, retrenchment, and economy ”’ Adminis- 


tration; but how had they exhibited the appro- || 


priateness of their character? The Whig party 


7 | 
increased taxes, while the Democratic party had | 


reduced taxes. He stated many statistical facts 
here, in support of his assertion, and then pro- 


articular interests. He read Ictters from Mr. 
ashington Irving, our minister to Spain, and 
Mr. Wheaton, our minister at Berlin, addressed 
to Mr. Webster, then Secretary of State, to show 
the injurious effects of the tariff on the tobacco 
trade, 

He next replied to the argument which had 
been made against the position that low duties 
increase the amount of revenue, based on the di- 
minished revenue since 1833, under the reduced 
duties of the compromise act. This, however, he 
attributed to the increase of the free list. He con- 
cluded with the remark that he would not consent 
to a policy by which any interest would be sac- 
rificed for the benefit of another. He was willing 
that each should be cherished with the like care, 
but he would not assent to injustice to any. 

Mr. GRINNELL next addressed the commit- 
tee, and gave some reasons why he opposed the 
bill before the committee. He took a view of the 
effects of the duty on salt, and the number of salt 


works on the sea-coast, fur the purpose of show- || 


ing the advantage of the protection given to that 
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the treasure they sought within their reach, it 
would be unwise, with a rash and impetuous 
There was no clearer 
principle in morals than that prepossession had 
the power of swaying the judgment. On this 
principle, a judge was disqualified from sitting in 
judgment in his own case. The principle was 
equally true in theory as in practice. 

Now, if we come to this discussion with one 
particle of prejudice, our judgments are swayed 
to a degree in proportion to the prejudice we 
entertain, Let us, then, come to this discussion 
not as northern men, not as southern men, not 
as western men, but let us throw off the garments 
we wear at home, and here unite together in the 
investigation of truth. Let us find out if we can, 
what is truth for the northern States, what is 
truth for the middle and southern States, and 


| what is truth for the western States; and thenlet 


'| the great and important interests of these different 
ceeded to notice the effects of the Whig tariff on | 


sections of the country, with extended hands, 


| march to the center and there make a compromise 
| which will be advantageous to all—each giving, 


each receiving, each sacrificing, and being sacri- 
ficed, in such a manner that the amount given 
and the amount received shall be equal. 

It appeared to be a law of nature that alla man 


| hath will he give for his life; but one man could 


| of imposts on the country. 


not be expected to pay for the life of another. 
There was great propriety in each man paying 
for himself; but how should the necessary revenue 
for the Government be raised? He proceeded to 
contend that a poll-tax was highly objectionable, 
and that duties on imports was the proper mode 
of raising revenue. He next examined the effect 
He was opposed to 
a tariff that would be largely productive, because 


|| the people desired the Government to be econom- 


article, and the injurious effects that would result | 


from a withdrawal of that protection. Iu that 
event all these salt works would have to be aban- 
doned, and the people engaged in them ‘would be 
driven to agricultural pursuits, and would enter 
into competition with the agriculturists, who were 
already too numerous. He did not believe that 
the taking off the duty would lower the price of 


the article, though it would destroy the domestic | 


His chief objection to the bill was, 
that it would not afford a revenue adequate to the 
support of the Government; and for this reason 
alone, if others were wanting, he would oppose it. 


It had been urged as an argument against the | 


protective system, that the profits of the manu- | 
facturers were enormous; and, in answer to that, || 
he would state that, for the two years previous | 
to the last, the manufacturing establishments had | 


not made any money; but in the last year they 
had sold off their surplus stock on hand, which 
enabled them to declare the dividends about which 
so much had been said. He had no hesitation in 


|, saying that these manufacturing establishments 


| would not divide, under the present tariff, exceed- 


ing six per cent. for the next five years. 
number of these establishments was increasing, 
and the competition to be produced by them would 
bring down their profits. The principal business 
of his district was the whale fishery; but his con- 
stituents were all in favor of protecting manufac- 
tures by a system of duties, because they felt that 
their own interests were best promoted by such a 
course of policy. 


tance to offer his views on the bill then under the 
consideration of the committee, the importance of 
which was conceded by all. In discussing a sub- 


jet on which such a diversity of opinion existed, 


it should be their aim to discuss it with fairness | 


and candor, and to act on it as among brothers 
and friends, and not as if among foes and enemies. 
It was the avowed object of every gentleman, in 
examinations like this, to search after truth; and 
no man capable of exerting any influence over the 
people should seek to attain his object by cover- 
ing itup., Truth was modest and unassuming; 
and they should make themselves like her, and 
support their opinions with moderation and fair- 
ness. While patience and perseverance would 
unlock the vault they wished to explore, and place 


| was unconstitutional, 
| tribution of the public lands, he laid down the prop- 


ically administered; and a redundant treasury, 
whether the individual or the State, engendered 
extravagant habits and tastes, which produced 
ultimate calamity. And again, itcould not surely 
be a wise policy to raise, by tax, any sum, and 


, return it again to the persons by whom it was 


paid. The evil of such a system was palpably 
evident. 

He contended that the contributions from the 
General Government to the States being received 
at different times, the consequence would be a gen- 
eral derangement of the currency. He next pro- 
ceeded to inquire whether Congress had the power 
to impose duties for the purpose of protecting man- 
ufactures. He admitted that Congress had the 
power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, 
and excises, and to provide for the general wel- 
fare of the United States; and it was contended 
that, for these objects, Congress had no restriction 
but its own will. This doctrine he denied, ‘The 
Constitution was a touch-stone, by which all the 
measures of Congress were to be tried; and this 
power not being found in the Constitution, there 
was nothing to authorize it to be taken as an 
incident. Mr D, then went into an argument at 
length, and showed tha: the exercise of the power 
On the subject of the dis- 


osition that the public lands were the property 


| of the Government; and contended that there was 
The || 


| no power granted to Congress to give them away. 
| It was a reserved power, and could not belong to 


Congress till granted by the States, When the 
revenue derived from the sales of the lands was 
in the Treasury, it was to all intents and purposes 
the property of the Government, and Congress 
had not the power to give itaway. If Congress 
possessed the power to give away revenue col- 


j || lected into the Treasury 1 this way, it followed 
Mr. DUNLAP said he rose with some reluc- |) 


as a necessary consequence that Congress could 


| impose duties for the purpose of collecting money 


to be distributed to the States. This was a doc- 


| trine that no man would have the hardihood to 


support. Mr. D.,after arguing in extenso on this 
head, returned to the subject of a tariff, and en- 
tered into an examination of a revenue tariff and 
a protective tariff. The prohibitory tariff would 
prevent revenue, and leave the Government to be 
supported bya direct tax. This was the extreme 
of the case. There was another extreme, the 
result of which, as to revenue, was the same; and 
that was, where there were no duties‘at ail. It 
therefore seemed to him that there was a medium 


|| between prohibition and free trade, which would 
|| produce the greatest amount of revenue, and this 
| was the policy he thought best for this country. 
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A few more remarks were made by Mr, D., 
when the chairman's hammer fell, announcing 
that Mr. D.’s hour was out, 

Mr. POLLOCK then obtained the floor; but 
gave way to 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, who moved that th 
committee rise. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. POLLOCK then expressed his willingness 
to go on with his remarks now. He commenced 
by declaring that he was perfectly disinterested 
in this question; that he was not personally inter- 
ested either in the manufactures or in the iron and 
coal trade of Pennsylvania; and that he possessed 


but a small interest in the agriculture of that State. | 
He was therefore disinterested, except so far as | 


he had the welfare of the people of his State at 
heart, He deemed it almost a work of superer- 
ogation to address the committee in favor of the 
American system. He considered that the tariff 
act of 1842, which it was now attempted to repeal, 
was its own best defender and its own best advo- 
cate; and he advised gentlemen who doubted the 
expediency of the American system, to look back 
at what the condition of the country was previous 
to the enactment of the law, and now see what it 
is under its operations. He would ask these 
gentlemen what they attributed the change in the 
condition of the country to, if not to that law. 


He considered the operations of that act as supe- | 


rior to all the statistical tabies that had ever been 
compiled, and containing more valuable informa- 
tion than could be found in all the writers on 
political economy, from Adam Smith down to 
this day. 

Mr. P. then went into a general argument on 
the constitutionality and expediency of the pro- 
tective rystem, and endeavored to show that the 
act of 1842 had operated most beneficially. 

Mr. COBB next obtained the floor; butit being 
nearly five o’clock, gave way to 

Mr. WELLER, on whose motion the com- 
mittee rose. 

The House then adjourned. 





The following was presented to-day under the rule: 

By Mr. RATHBUN: A remoustrance, signed by John 
McViti, Siocum Howland, and ninety-four others, against 
disturbing the present tariff law. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuonrspay, May 2, 1844. 


Mr. McKAY moved that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the 
State of the Union, for the purpose of proceed- 
ing with the consideration of the bill to modify 
and amend the tariff act of 1842. 

Mr. DUNCAN requested the gentleman from 
North Carolina to withdraw that motion to enable 


him to move a reconsideration of the vote by | 
which the House yesterday agreed to set apart | 


for the business of the District of Columbia the 
first three days succeeding that on which the tariff 
bill should be disposed of. His object was to 
get up the election bill. 


Mr. HOPKINS moved the postponement of | 


the consideration of the motion of the gentleman | 
from Ohio till to-morrow. 

Mr. VANCE suggested still a later day. 

Mr. HOPKINS remarked, that as the tariff 
bill would be disposed of on Wednesday next, he 
would modify his motion so as to postpone to 





sider could be taken up. 
In that shape, the motion to postpone was 
agreed to. 
POST OFFICE BILL. 


Mr. HOPKINS asked the House to take up 
the bill from the Senate “ to reduce the rates of 
postage, limit the use and correct the abuse of 
the franking privilege, and to prevent frauds on 
the Post Office Department;’’ so that it might be 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

The bill was read a first and second time, and | 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and | 
Post Roads. j 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. | 


Mr. WELLER suggested that there were va- 
rious bills from the S-nate on the Speaker’s table, 
and that they had betier he diaposed of. 





{ 








' 


Thursday morning, when the motion to recon- 


The following bills were accordingly read a 
first and second time, and appropriately referred: 
An act for the relief of Henry Newman; 
An act for the relief of Ephraim D. Dickson; 
An act for the relief of Hiram March; 
|| An act for the relief of Joseph Campau; 
|| An act for the relief of the legal representatives 
of George Duval and other Cherokees; 

An act for the relief of William R. Davis; 

An act for the relief of David Robb; 

An act to authorize the school trustees, or other 
lawful authorities having charge of the subject 
| of common schools in surveyed township forty- 
| eight north, of range eighteen west, in the county 
|| of Cooper, and State of Missouri, to enter a sec- 
| tion of land in lieu of section sixteen,in sai +wn- 
'| ship, for the use of schools; 
|| _ An act authorizing a patent to be issued to 
] Joseph Campau, for a certain tract of land in the 
|| State of Michigan; and 

An act for the purchase of certain copies of 
the History of Oregon, California, and the other 

Territories on the northwest coast of North 
America. 





REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


The standing committees were next called for 
reports, limited, however, to such as would not 
give rise to debate; and the following were pre- 
sented: 


(| Mr. McCLERNAND, from the Committee on 
Commerce, reported a bill to authorize the Sec- 
| retary of the Treasury to allow the names of 
| registered vessels to be changed; which was read 

a first and second time, and referred to a Com- 

mittee of the Whole House. 

|| Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, from the Committee 

i! on Public Lands, to which was referred the res- 

| olution of the House of the 25th of March last, 

‘upon the subject of preémptions to lands in the 

countics of Tipton and Richardsville, in Indiana, 

for county seats, made a report thereon, accom- 
panied by a bill, granting the right of preémption 

‘| toa quarter section of land to the counties of Tip- 

con and Richardsville, in the State of Indiana; 
| which was read a first and second time, and com- 
| mitted to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. 

On motion of Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, it was 

| Ordered, That the Committee on Public Lands be dis- 

charged from the consideration of the petition of Robert 
‘eybold; and that it be referred to the Committee on Pri- 
ate Land Claims. 

Mr. HUBARD, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, made a report upon the subject of author- 
izing scrip in exchange for Virginia military boun- 
ty land warrants, accompanied by a bill author- 
izing the issue of scrip in exchange for military 
bounty land warrants; which was read a first and 
second time, and committed to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

On motion of Mr. HUBARD, it was 


Resolved, ‘That two thousand extra copies of the report 





| 
| 
| 





from the Committee on Public Lands on military bounty 


land claims be printed for the use of the House. 


Mr. KIRKPATRICK, from the Committee for 
the District of Columbia, reported a bill for re- 
pairing the roof of the court-house in Alexandria, 
accompanied by a report in writing; which bill 
was read a first and second time, and committed 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 
| Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, from the Committee 
| on Revolutionary Claims, made a report upon the 

etition of Mary W. Telfair, accompanied by a 

Ca for her relief; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. SEVERANCE, from the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, made gn adverse report on 
the petition of Archibald D. eons which repor' 
was laid upon the table. 

Mr.SLIDELL, from the same committee, made 
a report upon the petitions of Frangois Christien 
and widow Baptiste Berard, accompanied by a 
bill for their relief; which was read a first and sec- 

/ond time, and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. HUNGERFORD, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions, made a repert upon the 
petition of Marcay Olds, widow of John Stewart, 
accompanied by a bill for her relief; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to a 
Committee of the Whole House. 
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adverse report upon the bill to grant preémption 





Mr. OWEN, from the Committee 
and Canals, to which was referred ee be . 
the Senate entitled ** An act to direct the a 
to the State of Maryland of the stock held b ned 
United States in the Chesapeake and Ohio on 
upon certain conditions,’’ reported the same with 
out amendment; and it was referred to the Com, 
mittee of the Whole on the stateof the Union, 

Mr. PRATT, from the Committee on Pybjj 
Buildings, made an adverse report upon the sak, 
lution of the Houss of the 25th of March last, j 
relation to changing the Congress Library meet 
into a Hall of Representatives; which report 
ici apue thindidn. - 

Mr. COLLAMER, from the Committee on the 
Public Lands, to whom was referred the bil} to 
grant to the State of Illinois a right of way through 
the public lands of the United States, and or 
| other purposes, reported an amendatory bill 
| accompanied by a report in writing. : 
| Mr. C., from the same committee, made an 


rights to actual settlers on lands acquired by treat 
from the Miami Indians, in Indiana; which report 
was laid upon the table. 

Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to whom was referred the letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, in relation to treg. 
passes upon Indian lands, made a report thereon 
accompanied by a bill to prevent trespasses upon 





the Indian lands; which bill, by general consent, 
was carried through its different stages, and 
assed. 
Mr. THOMPSON, from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of FP, 
| A. Kerr; which was read twice, and referred to 
| a Committee of the Whole House. 
| Mr. HARALSON, from the Committee on 
| Military Affairs, reported a bill from the Senate 
for the relief of Caroline C. Clitherall, widow of 
Dr. George C. Clitherall, late a surgeon in the 
Army of the United States, and recommended 
that the said bill do not pass; which was referred 
to a Committee of the Whole House. 
| Mr. ATKINSON, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill 
| from the Senate entitled ‘‘An act for the relief of 
James M. McIntosh, a commander in the Navy 
of the United States,’’ made a report thereon, 
and recommended that the said bill do not pass, 
Mr. MURPHY, from the Comuinittee on Naval 
Affairs, submitted a report of a minority of the 
said committee in relation to the bill from the 
| Senate for the relief of James M. McIntosh, a 
/ commander in the Navy of the United States; 
which was referred to a Committee of the Whole 
| House. 
Mr. PARMENTER, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, made an adverse ae upon the 
| claim of Thomas W. Gordon; which was laid 
upon the table. 


On motion of Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Foreign Affairs be dis- 
charged from the consideration of the petition of Catharine 
Raguet, widow of Condy Raguet, and that it do lie on the 
table. 


Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, from the same com- 
mittee, reported the following resolution; which 
was agreed to. 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to interpose his good offices with the British Gov- 
ernment for the release of Benjamin Mott, of Alburgh, 
Vermont, Samuel Newcome, of Chatauque, New York, 
and other American prisoners of Van Diemans Land. 


Mr. McILVAINE, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions, made a report upon the 
case of Susanna Warner, accompanied by a bill 
for her relief; which bill was read a first and sec- 
ond time, and committed to the Committee of the 
Whole House. Naa 

On motion of Mr. RATHBUN, the Committee 
on Revolutionary Pensions were disci. gedfi 
the consideration of a number of cases con 
in the report. 

Mr. COLLAMER, from the same committee, 
re , without amendment, a bill for the relief 
of Stanley White, accompanied by a report in 
writing. 

On motion of Mr. PRATT, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds be authorized to have printed the reports, specifi- 
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ENGRAVING OF MAPS. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, from the Committee 
Public Lands, said it weuld be recollected that 
® je weeks ago he had called the attention of the 
e to the fact that the report of the Commis- 
sioner of the Public Land Office had not been laid 
n their tables by the Public Printer; and he 
- begged to. call the attention of the House to 
. fact that the House had not yet received that 
report. In justice to the Public Printers, he should 
ay that the report had been printed from two to 
three months, and that it was delayed because the 
on employed to lithograph the accompanying 
maps had not furnished them to the Printers, so 
that they might accompany the report. He felt 
it necessary, in view of these facts, t6 ask the 
House to give authority to the Clerk to call upon 
ihe Printers to furnish the Commissioner’s report 
without the maps that should accompany it, and 
that the order for the maps should be rescinded; 
snd surely, under all thecircumstances, they could 
not be expected to pay for them. Four months 
had now elapsed since the Commissioner’s report 
was made to the House, and the session was ap- 
roaching its close without their having the ben- 
esis of thatreport. Why, they should have an- 
other report (at the commencement of the next 
gssion) almost as soon as they should get this; 
and quite as soon, if it was not put upon their 
ables before the approaching adjournment. He 
submitted the motion which he had indicated; and 
on that he moved the previous question. 

Some conversation ensued. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, said he was informed 
thatthe maps would be ready in the course of two 
or three days; and if so, he had no desire to press 
this motion; but he gave notice that he should 
renew iton Saturday or Monday, if the maps were 
not supplied in the mean time. 

The motion was then withdrawn. 


_ TRE TARIFF. 


Onmotion of Mr. McKAY, the House resolved 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, (Mr. Hopkins in the chair,) and 
resumed the consideration of the bill to modify 
and amend the present tariff laws. 

Mr. COBB observed that, so far as he bad been 
able to give any attention to the discussion on 
this subject, itappeared to him to be one of pecu- 
liar interest. If there was any portion of the 
country deeply and vitally interested in a fair and 
proper settlement of the question of the tariff, he 
conceived it to be that section of the country which 
he in part represented. Every one acquainted 
with the history of political parties in this coun- 
try,and with the history of this all-absorbing 
subject, must know that the people of Georgia 
have ever battled with all their energies against 
the system of protection to any portion of the 
industry of the country where it operated to the 
injury of other portions. In the course of this 
debate, the people of the South, who are opposed 
to this system, had been charged with being op- 
posed to American industry, American manufac- 
ures, American commerce, and, strange to say, 
to American agriculture. It would be /his part, in 

the course of the few remarks he was about to 
make, to show how unfounded this charge was. 
The feeling entertained in his section of the coun- 
try for the manufacturing interest had always 
been of the most kind sent friend!y nature. Yet 
they were not prepared to strike a suicidal blow 
at the agriculture of the country for the purpose 
of building it up. Gentlemen who had addressed 
the committee in favor of the protective system 
had argued this question, not in reference to the 
welfare of the whole country at large, but all their 
energies were exerted in favor of what they be- 
lieved to be the interests of their own section of 
the Union. At one time he thought they went 
still further, and advocated the interests of them- 
selves and their constituents; for they went largely 
into detail, and exhibited statistical tables, show- 
ing the extensive interest that was benefited by 
the system of protection. His attention had been 
directed to another point in the debate; and to 
that he would direct the notice of those gentlemen 


belonging to the Whig party who represented the 
South. The friends naan to manufactures 
Went into arguments to show that protection was 


not only for the benefit of the manufactures of the 
North, but they went one step further, and soli- 
Cited the aid of Congress, onthe ground that the 


West will find a market for her agricultural pro- 
ductions by building up manufacturing establish- 
ments. e had listened, however, in vain to 
hear one single argument addressed to the cotton- 
growers of the South to go for the system. 

On the subject of a home market, inducements 
were held put to the farmers of the West to rally 
in aid of the manufacturers of the North; but were 
the consumers and the cotton growers of the South 
entitled to no consideration? He, however, de- 
nied that they could create such a home market 
as would take all the production of the country. 
They had been told that the Father of his Coun- 
try approved a protective act; but what was it? 
It was an act for the raising of revenue, and the 
protection of domestic manufactures—a protec- 
tion which was widely different from that of the 
present day. It wasa protection that was neces- 
sary for the raising of revenue; but again, he 
asked, what was it? It wasa protection of seven 
and a half per cent. for the domestic manufac- 
tures, and at a time when manufactures were in 
their infancy, and when they required the foster- 
ing care of the Government. That fostering care 
extended a protection of seven and a half per 
cent, to our infant manufactures; but they had 
now grown up to vigorous manhood; and now, 
in its giant strength, an infinitely larger amount 
of protection was required than was needed b 
the infant. Now, could this be acceded to wit 
a due regard to the other interests of the country? 
Could they thus sacrifice to one all the other in- 
terests of the country? And yet such a system 
was called a protection of American industry. 

He then alluded to the arguments of the gen- 
tlemen who had preceded him, by which they had 
designed to show that a high tariff cheapened the 
price of goods. By the exclusion of foreign man- 
ufactures, it was said they were enabled to sell a | 
larger amount of goods, and hence they could | 
afford to sell cheaper; but how was the market 
to be increased? They must, to accomplish it, 
exclude all foreign goods from competition; and 
that could only be the result so long as the duties 
were so high that the foreign goods could not be 
brought into competition, subject to those high 
duties. Now, he would ask the advocates of the 
tariff of 1842—who contend that its operation is 
to reduce prices—whether they intended that it 
should be prohibitory? If such was not their 
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intention—if foreign goods are still to come into 
competition with American productions—how was 
it that the protection afforded by that bill was to 
diminish the price of goods? 

He alluded to the argument of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Winturopr] against an 
early operation of this bill, on the ground that it 
would be injurious to the importers and the im- 
porting merchants; and again asked, if this bill 
should be passed and go into operation at an early 
period, thereby reducing the duties on importa- 
tions, and, according to the theory of the gentle- 
man’s fricnds, increasing prices, how it could be 
injurious to those classes / 

Mr. WINTHROP said, mainly the gentleman 
from Georgia had greatly exaggerated the doc- 
trines which his side of the ieee held on this 
subject, and that the reduction of prices would be 
a work of time. 

Mr. COBB was happy to hear the explanation, 
He was now relieved from a great difficulty in 
which he had been involved, He was now told | 
that the reduction of prices, by the operation of | 
a high tariff, must be progressive; the act of 1842 
had not had time enough to produce such effects; 
and yet the friends of that act were contending 
that it had already caused a reduction of prices. 
In this, he alluded more particularly to the argu- 
ments of the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. 
Wernenren,] and said he had now the authority 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Win- 
rurop] for denying that the act of 1842 had re- | 
duced prices. 

Mr. C, then examined the argument used by 
the friends of protection, that a high tariff cheap- 
ened the price of manufactures to the consumer, 
which he proceeded at length to refute; and went 
into a train of argument to prove that such a re- 
duction of prices could only be effected by a pro- 
hibitory tariff, which no gentleman on that flogr 
was, as yet, willing to go for. 

Mr. C, next spoke of the state of feeling in the 
South on the subject of a tective tariff, and 
showed that, from the tariff of 1828, the whole 
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South, without distinction of parties, had been 
opposed to it. The southern members of Con- 
gress all opposed the tariff of 1842; and Mr. C. 
read extracts from the speeches of Messrs. Mer- 
iwether and Alvord, of Georgia, strongly de- 
nouncing the act of 1842, and the whole system 
of protection. He did not know what cause to 
attribute the late change of opinion to in favor of 
a protective tariff by the Whigs of the South 
but up to the tariff of 1842, they had always bee 
the uncompromising opponents of the protective 
system. 

Mr. McDOWELL, after a few prelimina 
observations, said he was in favor of a tari 
which would produce a revenue sufficient for the 
economical shesinateeniats of the Government, 
with such discriminations in favor of domestic 
industry as should look to revenue only, and 
nothing else. He found the power he advocated 
in the eighth section of the Constitution; and he 
should attempt to show that that section never 
was designed, nor by any fair interpretation could 
it be made, to mean anything else than the con- 
struction he had given it. ‘That article said: 

“ Congress shall have power to Jay and collect taxes, 
duties, imposts, and excises; to pay the debts and provide 


for the common defense and general welfare of the United 
States; but all duties, imposts, and excises shall be uniform 


| throughout the United States.’’ 


Here the substantive grant of power was made 
to Congress ‘* to lay and collect taxes, duties, and 
excises;”’ for what purpose? What was the pur- 
pose for which this power was conferred by the 
Constitution? Here followed the limitation: 

‘* To pay the debts and provide for the common defense 
and general welfare of the United States.”’ 

That is, after having laid and collected the 
duties, and got the money into the Treasury of 
the United States, it shall be appropriated to pay 
the debts and provide for the common defense 
and general welfare of the United States. Now, 
did not this refer to the money collected? What 
else did it refer to? Now, if gentiowse wished 
to carry out their doctrines, they must agree that 


|| after Congress has collected these imposts, du- 
|| ties, and excises, and got the money into the 


Treasury, it should have the power to distribute 
it in bounties to the manufacturers. No power 
was here given to protect manufactures; nothing 
like it was contemplated by the framers of the 
Constitution. Were gentlemen willing to come 
up to that point, and distribute the money after 
it has been collected into the Treasury ? ntle- 
men would not agree to go this far; but they were 
for mystifying the matter, and putting into it a 
few catch words, such as ‘* home industry,’ 
‘* protection to American manufactures,” &e. 
Now, if the Government had the undoubted right 
to protect manufactures, as the gentleman from 
Massachusetts declared, they had a right to do it 
in any way they saw fit. 

Suppose a Representative on this floor should 
introduce a bill, and ask Congress to pass it, to 
compel the people of Virginia to sees all the 
articles which they consume from Massachusetts; 
and suppose Congress was to take upon itself 
such an exercise of power as to forbid the people 
of this country from purchasing from France or 
from England: would it not come in collision with 
the people of the United States? and would the 
people acquiesce in its exercise? And yet he 
would ask the gentlemen who advocated the act 
of 1842, wherein that act differed from the 
sition which he had just supposed? The object 
and the result were the same, mistify it as they 
might by catch words; and yet the advocates of 
that act were loudly-vaunting lovers of the Con- 
stitution, and of the people, and of the liberties 
of the country. They thus assailed the very 
rights and liberties of the people; and then had 
the hardihood to come up here and aceuse the 
Democratic party with being a British party, be- 
cause they sought to reduce these imposts which 
pressed so heavily on the people. The decision 
of that question, however, he was willing to leave 
to the people of the United States, who were able 
to judge which was the American and which the 
British party. rk : 

He then proceeded to notice the operation of 
the tariff act. It was designed by its framers to 
be a protective tariff; and to be so, it must neces- 
sarily be so high as to be prohibitory. In bei 
80, it in effect said to the producer: ‘ You s 
not purchase from France or from England;”’ 
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although the preducer sold his produce to those 
countries at as high a price as he could possibly 
procure. He denied that one interest could be 
———— by trampling on another. He had 
stated the constitutional objects for which taxes 
were to be raised; and if any incidental protec- 
tion resulted, he had nothing to say; but the ob- 
ject should not be protection, and the incident 
revenue. Revenue should be the object, and 
protection the incident. 


It had been assumed on this floor that the com- | 


promise act of 1833 had brought this country to 
almost irretrievable ruin; but by reference to a 
mass of statistical facts, he showed that the ex- 
ports of the country were greater under that act 
than under a high tariff; and, consequently, that 
under its operation, a greater amount of specie 
was brought into the country. It was the indus- 
try of the country, then, that brought into it the 
precious metals. He gave statistical statements 
of the exports, the amount of tonnage and man- 
ufactures by them all, to show that the country 
had retrieved itself under a low tariff, and recov- 
ered from the effects of a high rate of duties. He 
noticed the embarrassment created a few years 
ago by a deranged currency, and argued that it 
was the industry of the country alone, and the | 
exportation of its produce, which had restored | 
it to a state of prosperity. The manufacturer 
enjoyed the prosperity which the producer had 
oceasioned; but to the manufacturer they could 
not attribute this increase of capital. He illus- 
trated this position largely, by supposing an in- 
vestment of money in Ross county, Ohio, in the 
grain produced in that and the adjoining coun- 
ties, its conversion into flour, and transmission 
to and sale in England. It was there sold ata 
profit, after paying the English import duty, and 
a return cargo in part, and specie payment in 
other part, added both to the capital for future 
operation, and to the revenue of the country by 
the duties on the return cargo, which were paid. 
He said his constituents were chiefly farmers, 
and all they asked was to be let alone. He then | 
noticed the injurious effect on the shipping and | 
ship-building interests of a high protective tariff. 
Mr. McD. next examined the argument that 
the protective system tended to cheapen goods to 
the consumer; and he proceeded, by a variety of 
arguments and illustrations, to expose the fallacy 
of that doctrine. Mr. McD., in conclusion, said 
that the protectionists, by the extravagant extent 
to which they were carrying the system of boun- 
ties, were driving the country fast to a system of 
direct taxation. They had stigmatized the oppo- 
nents of a high ar en being the advocates of 
free trade; and consequently of direct taxation; 
but he told them that they em were the favorers 
of direct taxation; for their doctrines led to it. | 
Mr. J.R. INGERSOLL addressed the commit- | 
tee in favor of the protective system and the tariff | 
act of 1842, and argued to them that this act had | 
greatly tended to promote the welfare and pros- 
perity of the county. He went into an examin- 
ation of the ee pe used on this floor, drawn 
from the squalid misery in England under the | 
protective system; and he said the authorities | 
which depicted that misery and wretchedness, | 
also described the splendor and marks of wealth 
which that country everywhere presented. He 
denied, then, that this system produced ali the 
evils that were there so painfully visible; mach | 
must be attributed to the destiny of its popula- | 
tion, and much to the improvident habits of the | 
people, their slothfulness, &c. There were like- 


' 
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ulation of England was shown by various other || States; 
l facts; and yet the British minister refused to || 


| change his system by which American products 

were excluded; and then he asked if they were 

here so to alter the system adopted in this coun- 
|| try as to permit that pauper labor of Great Britain 
to be brought into competition with the labor of 
our own artisans and mechanics. 

Mr. CHAPPELL then obtained the floor, and 
gave way to 

Mr. WELLER, on whose motion the com- 
mittee rose; and 

The House adjourned. 





The following petitions, presented to-day, were handed 
to the reporters by the members presenting them : 

By Mr. RUSSELL: The petition of sundry inhabitants 
| of Delaware county, New York, praying for the reduction 
| of postage and the abolition of the franking privilege ; which 
| eR to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
| oads. 

By Mr. DANA: The petition of seventy-two inhabitants 

of Ulysses, Tompkins county, New York, for a reduction 

| of postage and the abolition of the franking privilege; which 
| 
} 
| 


uns referred to the Commitice on the Post Office and Post 
oads. 

Also, additional documents in relation to the claim of 
Elisha Morrell, administrator, &c.; which were referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAYS: The papers and documents of the heirs 
of David Crosby, a soldier of the revolutionary war; the 
papers and documents of the heirs of George Clark, a rev- 
olutionary soldier; the papers and documents of the heirs 
of Abraham Farrar, a soldier of the Revolution; the petition 
and documents of Nathaniel Squier, a soldier in Wayne’s 
campaign, praying for relief; which were referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. T. SMITH: The petition of Abraham Crandall, 
praying Congress to allow him a pension, in consequence 
of disability from sickness brought on by service in the late 
war against Great Britain; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 


IN SENATE. 
Frivay, May 3, 1844. 


Mr. TALLMADGE presented the petition of 
| Ephraim Whitiker, an officer of the revolutionary 
| war, asking interest on the commutation he has 

heretofore received; which was referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

Also, a memorial from citizens of Oswego 
county, New York, remonstrating against any 
alteration of the present tariff; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Also, a memorial from Ontario, New York, 
remonstrating against the annexation of Texas to 
the United States; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. ATHERTON presented a petition from 
John Stone, asking for a pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PORTER presented the petition of Fanny 
| Murphy,asking for a pension; which was referred 
| to the Committee on Pensions. 
| Mr. WOODBRIDGE presented the memorial 
of sundry citizens of Lee county, Illinois, praying 
that no change be made in the present tariff law; 


|| which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 





| Also, a memorial signed by three hundred and 
| twenty-five citizens of Detroit, remonstratin 
| against the annexation of Texas to the Unite 
| States; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

NEW MAIL ROUTE. 
Mr. BREESE offered the following resolution; 
| which was adopted: 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 


|| Post Roads be directed to inquire into the expediency of 


wise other causes tending to the same end. He || establishing a mail stage route from Olney, in Richmond 


entered into the subject at great length. I! 


Mr. SEYMOUR next took the floor, and made 
an argumentative speech in opposition to the bill, 
showing the evils that would result from the with- 
drawal of the protection it afforded to domestic |, 
industry, and dwelling on the benefits that had |; 
resulted from the protective system. In the ar- 
ticle of wool, he said the duties had been so 


fluctuating as to be almost destructive; and he |, 
contended that the country required some fixed 
policy. He went largely into illustrative facts, | 


and then went into an examination of the English 
system, showing the great discrimination made | 
by that Government between the duties on im- || 

} 


county, to Louisville, in Clay county, and thence, by 
Nicholsville, and Jeroid’s, to Vandalia, in Fayette county, 
in the State of Illinois. 

The general orders were then called, but not 
proceeded with, a quorum not being present. 
The Senate adjourned to Monday next. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frivay, May 3, 1844. 


Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL gave notice of a mo- 
tion for leave to introduce bills of the following 
titles: 

A bill to dispense with certain custom-house 


portations from her own colonies and from for- |! oaths; 


eign countries, 
number of deaths by starvation in England, Ire- |! 
land, and Scotland; and showed the increase of | 


He quoted statements of the || 


A bill to facilitate the proof of the marriage of 
persons claiming to be widows of officers and 
soldicrs of the 
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Te 
| the poor rates. The distressing state of the pop- } plications under the pension laws of t 


he United 


A bill to prohibit public execution imi 
under the laws of the United States; orariminaly 

A bill to confer on the United Sta 
resident in British ports, jurisdictio 
versies between American citizens. 


REPORT FROM A COMMITTEE, 


Mr. VANCE, by leave, from the Committee of 
Claims, to whom was referred the bills from the 
Senate for the relief of Ephraim D. Dickson ang 
for the relief of William R. Davis, reported the 
the same without amendment; and they were 
referred to a Committee of the Whole. 


‘PRINTING OF PLANS, ETC. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved the recon. 
sideration of the vote of yesterday on the adop. 
tion of the resolution directing the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds to have certain 
reports, specifications, plans, and estimates of the 
various propositions for alterations and improve. 
ments in the public buildings, printed. 

Mr. PRATT, chairman of the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, explained the ne. 
cessity of having proper estimates and diagrams 
of the War and Navy buildings, which subject 
would soon be brought before the House; that 
his object was to place it fairly before the House 
that each member might act understandingly, It 
was a mere trifle of expense, and he was the Jast 
man that would ask anything but what he could 
show to be of absolute necessity and true econ- 
omy. He regretted to state that there never had 
been a map of the public grounds furnished for 
the use of the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, though it was an accommodation ex- 
ceedingly desirable. However, he was perfect! 
willing the matter should be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Engraving. 

The motion having been carried, 

On motion of Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, the 
resolution was referred to the Committee on En- 
| graving. : 

THE TARIFF. 


On motion of Mr. McK AY, the House resolved 
| itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state 
| of the Union, (Mr. Hopkins in the chair,) and 
resumed the consideration of the tariff bill. 

Mr. CHAPPELL, who had the floor, observed 
that, if this Government could be contented to 
confine itself within its legitimate, constitutional 
sphere, the business which was this morning en- 
gaging the attention of the committee would be 
marked by a perspicuous and easy settlement. 
| The question was one of raising the ways and 
means for supporting the Government of the 
country, and for meeting its obligations. Such, 
he repeated, was the pure question before the 
committee; and in the determination of that ques- 
| tion, the cardinal consideration, which should 

overpower and silence all others, was the extent 
of the wants of the Government and the extent 
to which it was necessary to lay burdens on the 
ople, for the purpose of meeting these wants. 
Who would controvert that proposition? Who 
would rise before this House, and this country, 
and deny it in terms? Who would face the Ameri- 
| can people—the tax-paying, burden-bearing, Gov- 
| ernment-supporting people of this country—and 
controvert the proposition that, on a question of 
imposing taxes and burdens on them, the over- 
powering considerations were what he maintained, 
namely, the extent of the wants of the Govern- 
ment, and the extent to which the burdens should 
be laid on the pom He would not detain the 
committee with an argument to demonstrate the 
truth of a proposition which carried its truth on 
its face. 

It seemed to have been the opinion of many 
that this was a country in which the people were 
lightly burdened for public and political purposes 
—a country in which thie demands upon the earn- 
ings of labor were small, for the frugal support 
of our free institutions; and, for aught he knew, 
it might be that this supposition, this false imagin- 


tes consuls, 
NM contro. 





ation that seemed to have taken possession of 


those minds, had also induced the belief that there 
was little augmentation of the burdens of the peo- 
ple beyond what was necessary for the ao 
of the Government. Ay, sir, so cheap is the Gov- 
ernment under which we live, so little do the ae 


lution, in making their ap- |! ple pay for its support, that they have 


in additior 
gnnually, ¥ 
necessary | 
ople are 
wwenty-Six 
He wou 
amount 0 
this count 
ssed, 
the sum W 
for the st 
ment. 4 | 
Columbia 
for which 
the sum |] 
There we 
but, in e' 
taxes We! 
towns, W 
tions. 
taxed tc 
$30,000, ( 
pretext a 
taxed, 01 
to whic 
what? 
promoul 
certain 0 
ernment 
and onl: 
fied in t 
those W 
legislate 
money ; 
in build 
He p 
pe 8 
ation \ 
the ma 
and en: 
tion by 
a syste 
streng' 
to the 
act, at 
under 
would 
the hi 
ficatio 
the ac 
— 
w 
cae 
cordi 
andt 
was 
no si 
levie 
able 
M 
and 
time 
to tl 
rass 
wh 








1844. 


spare from their laborious earnings, and from | 
iheir thrifty savings, for the nourishment and 
ydvancement of individuals and classes. 

He asked the attention of the committee and 
the country to the state of facts in relation to the 
burdens which now rest on the people—burdens 
hich must be met by taxation. We have been 
too much in the habit of supposing that all the 
exactions to which the people are subjected are 
yhat are wanted for the support of the Govern- 
ment, not turning our eyes to the whole extent of 
the question, and not comprehending the various 
sod complicated machinery by which their hard 
ssrnings are wrung from them. We have been 
somewhat thoughtless in imposing the burdens 
which the people must necessarily bear, and some- 
what inconsiderate in placing on them burdens 
not necessary for the support of Government. 
In addition to the twenty millions of mone 
annually, which, on all hands, it is conceded is 
necessary for the support of Government, the 

ople are subjected to the expense of supporting | 
twenty-six State governments. 

He would not attempt to vouch for the precise 
amount of taxation to which the people were 
subjected for the support of the Government of | 
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| 





this enaiers but from the knowledge which he || 
e 


possessed, would eee that, on an average, 
the sum was not less than $200,000 per annum 
for the support of each separate State govern- 
ment. There was, in addition, the District of 
Columbia and the government of the Territories, 


for which the people must bear taxation, raising | 


thesum probably to the amount of $6,000,000. 
There was, besides, not only this Government, 
but, in every State, county purposes for which 


taxes were imposed, and also city and corporate || benefit of commerce in many respects. Foreign | 
towns, with their local governments and institu- | 
tions. For all these purposes, the people were | 


taxed to an amount probably not less than 
$30,000,000every year; and he asked, under what 
pretext a people so burdened could be heavily 
axed, on the groundof the lightness of the taxes 
to which they are subjected? And taxed for 
what? For the sake of sustaining, cherishing, 
promoting, and enriching the manufacturers and 
certain other great interests, with which this Gov- 
ernment seemed to have fallen in love. The true 
and a principle by which they couid be justi- 
fed in thus drawing money from the pockets of 
those whom they represented and for whom they 


legislated, was that the Government needed the |) bill. 


money; but there would be no justification found 
in building up individual or sectional interests. 
He proceeded“ to show that, in the earlier and 





| 


|| marks, observed that the subject under debate was 
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Mr. C. then noticed the various arguments used || he advocated and defended. He took a rapid re- 
by the friends of the protective system, as an ex- || view of the system pursued by the British Gov- 
cuse for fastening it upon the country—such as || ernment from an euhy period to the present day, 
‘* the necessity of a home market,”’ ‘‘ the balance |} both in that country and towards this, (then her 
of trade,’’ ** specie leaving the country,” and the || colonies,) for the protection of har manufactures; 
‘* necessity of — prepared for a state of war.’’ || and insisted that it was the duty of the Govern- 
Mr. C. concluded his remarks by replying to and || ment to protect the industry of the country, and 
refuting all these propositions. to establish a system that shall be permanent. 

Mr. EVERANC = observed that the gentle- On motion of Mr. KING, of Massachusetts, 
man who preceded him had enlarged somewhat || the committee rose, and reported progress. 
on the obligation which he supposed was imposed FRIENDS OF PEACE 


on Congressto preserve the compromiseact. Now, 3 
he acknowledged no such obligation. Neither || _Mr.C. JOHNSON offered a resolution to grant 
the use of the Hall on Sunday evening next to 


his constituents nor their representative’, at any ’ 
time, had been parties to that compromise; and the Friends of Peace to hold a meeting. 
Mr. REDING objected. 


they were not disposed to abide by it. He be- 
lieved that the true interests of the country re- Mr. C. JOHNSON moved to suspend the 
rules; but a qaorum not voting, 


quired a protection in its manufactures; and this ' t 
protection, he believed, inured to the benefit of On motion of Mr. WELLER, the. House 
the laborer rather than the capitalist. The gen- || adjourned. 
tleman who preceded him said that all our pro- | 
tective laws were for the benefit of the rich capi- 
talists. This was a mistake. All our protective 
laws were for the benefit of labor. here was ; aaa 
: Bee ana, in favor of Benjami then, i the 
no duty on money, and the foreign capitalist had lution, applyin eee nen, an oMiece of the Ramp 
a right to come into the country and establish a || By Mr. LABRANCHE: The petition of Jacob Barker, 
manufactory. The protection, therefore, was to | for compensation for difference of a loan made, &c., here- 
the laborer only The controversy that was now — reterred; which was referred to the Committee on 
: ; 7° - ° : }| the Judiciary. 
going on in this country in relation to the policy \| By Mr. RAMSEY: The petition of M. Robinson, John 
of protecting manufactures would, he was happy || J. Clyde, and numerous others, citizens of Dauphin coun- 
to say, result ina victory by the friends of pro- || ty er protesting against any interference with 
; | the tariff of 1842. 
tection. He knew there were many who were || “py Mr, SAMPLE: The petition of G. C. Buell and thir- 
for half-wa measures, and giving incidental pro- || ty-four others, citizens of Indiana, praying the establish- 
tection, under the name of a revenue tariff; but || ment of a mail route, from Lafayette to Michigan City, via 
the system of protection itself must in the end || Rensselaer, John Jones’s, Valparaiso, and City West. 


, a ; By Mr. KIRKPATRICK ; ‘The memorial of the corpora- 
revail. We lay a prohibitory protection for the tion of Georgetown, requesting an appropriation of $5,000, 


: ( | to test the project of W.S. Colquhoun, tor removing sand- 
vessels cannot enter into the coasting trade, nor |! a es was referred to the Committee for the District 
itted int ts on the same foot- || 0! Columbia, 

_ er ed in a ports on By Mr. WRIGHT, of New Jersey: The memorial of 
Ing as American vessels, . | Silas Merchant and one hundred and fifteen others, eitt- 
After speaking on the relative value of manu- || zens of Newark, New Jersey, protesting against any change 
facturing and agricultural exports, he entered |! in the present tariff law. : 

into an argument in favor of protection, and con- |) 0 Micinens ot Franklin county, MiscourL, praying the 

° i} By LENS € y "0 Vy: mat , £ 

tended that low duties would destroy both pro- |! establishment of a mail route from Port William, in Frank- 
tection and revenue. The bill under considera- || jin county, to the Little Prairie, in Crawford county, Mis- 
tion he held to be thus dangerous to all the inter- |! -ouri; also, the petition of Charles K. Jeffries, and ninety- 
ests of the country. He examined it somewhat | 


seven others, citizens ot Franklin county, Missouri, pray- 
. ; ; < ing the establishment of a post route from Port Willian 

in detail, to show that his position was sound f ay in 
and tenable. 


said county of Franklin, to Little Prairie, Crawford couniy, 
Missouri; which were referred to the Committee on the 

Mr. MURPHY then obtained the floor, and || = ry wanes es Maeiteie® x 
. . : {| y Mr. L N: The petition of Isaiah Burson, of Kala- 
addressed the committee at length in favor of the || inazoo county, Michigan, asking Congress tu repeal a cer- 
ae || tain portion of the patent law of 1836 ; which was eferred 
Mr. ROCKWELL, after some preliminary re- || 


| to the Committee on Patents, 
Also, two petitions from citizens of the county of Kala- 











The following petitions, presented to-day, were handed 
to the reporters, by the members presenting them: 
By Mr. SLIDELL: ‘The memorial of citizens of Louisi- 








the bill brought in by the Committee of Ways 
and Means, and the subject under consideration 


pee stage of our history, no such unjust legis- 
was the amendment of the honorable gentleman 


ation was attempted; but the growing strength of 
the manufacturing interest had emboldened them, 


from New York, to increase the duty fixed by the || 


ing the entrance into the mouth of the Kalamazoo river; 
which were referred tothe Committee of the Whoie on the 
state of the Union. 

Also, the petition of sixty-four inhabitants of the county 


| 
| mazoo, Michigan, asking Congress to provide for improv- 
1} 

| 


and enabled them to demand and obtain legisla- 
tion by which the whole country was put under 
a system of taxation for the augmentation of their 
strength. He traced the progress of that system 
to the period of nullification and the compromise 
act, and said that if there were any circumstances 
under which the people of any State of this Union 
would be authorized, without blame, to resort to 
the high and perilous sovereign remedy of nulli- 
fication, it was in such a case as that which reached 
the acme of cata by the tariff of 1828. He 
ae noticed the proviso of the tariff act of 1842, 
by which the distribution policy was suspended 
whenever duties exceeded twenty per cent., ac- 
cording to the arrangement of the compromise act, 
and then proceeded to show that, when thiscountr 
was involved in a debt amounting to $200,000,000, 
no such duties were proposed as those which were 
levied on the people at this period of inconsider- 
able indebtedness. 

Mr. C. referred to the debts of the several States 
and of the incorporated cities of the Union, at the 
time the act of 1842 was passed; and, in addition 
to that, portrayed the state of distress and embar- 
rassment then prevailing throughout the country, 
when the additional burdens of that bill were ira- 
posed on the people. Passing by the general dis- 
tress of the country, the embarrassments of the 
States, and the heavy burden already laid on the 
people for the support of the Government, he said 
that the Whig Congress of 1842 had passed a tar- 
iff imposing on all the necessaries of life duties 
aa trebly higher than revenue purposes re- 
quired; and he submitted whether @ consideration 
of these circumstances did not 


to undo this deed of injustice and oppression. 








| 


uire of Congress || the constitutionality of protection to manufac- 


é ‘ || of Allegan, Michigan, asking the establishment of a post 
billon coarse wool. As the gentleman who offered || route trom Grand Rapids, in Kent county, by way of Atle- 
the amendment, after ——e on the general || gan, the county seat of Allegan county, to Paw Paw, the 
subject, was prevented by the operation of the || county seat of Van Buren county, in said State. 

hour rule from amreeeent he would endeavor sence ee eeeace tes 


to say a few words in its behalf. He quoted from 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpar, May 4, 1844. 
Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania, by leave, pre- 
sented a resolution of the Legislature of the State 
of Pennsylvania, in favor of an appropriation for 


_ rebuilding the pierserected in the river Delaware, 
at or near Fort Penn; which was laid upon the 


a table to show the effect of the tariff of 1841 on | 
coarse wools; and next examined the constitu- 
tional power to raise revenue | duties on imports. | 
He contended that the tariff of 1842 was not pro- | 
ductive of more revenue than the exigencies of | 
the country required; and he opposed the bill | 
under consideration because it would unsettle a || 
system which was good, both to the Government | table 
and to all the interests which were affected by it. || y4,. RHETT, by leave, from the Committee 
He elaborated his argument at erat length. on Foruign AMfary made an unfavorable report 
: : ; -, || upon the petition of the American Colon 
aro ofthe protective sysem, contending tat | Sek and others foran appropeation of money 
The act of 1842 particularly had produced the || in aid of said society; which report waslaid upow 


most favorable results; and he traced the return the table. 
of the country to prosperity partly to the opera- | 
tions of that law. He looked upon the protective 
system as the settled policy of the country; and, 
though often assailed, it had always triumphed. | 
It was not now a sectional or a party question; 
it was advocated by men of both parties, and from 
all sections of the country, and must, therefore, 


; 
j 


THE TARIFF. 


On motion of Mr. McKAY, the House resolved 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on thestate 
of the Union, (Mr. Hopxris in the chair,) and 

| resumed the consideration of the bill to amend 
and modify the tariff act. : 
Mr. KENNEDY, of Indiana, said, until yes- 
terday he had had no intention to participate in 
the debate on this bill; but some remarks which 
were made in the course of yesterday had prompted 
him to say a word or two. He was a member 
of this House when the tariff bill of 1842 was 
| passed; and until yesterday, he had heard all the 
| defenders of that bill defend it on the ground that 
| it was a revenue tariff only; but yesterday, one 

gentleman (Mr. Darracu] had avowed that it 


triumph in the end. He said that the assaults 
which had been made on this system were not 
prompted by principle, but were made for politi- 
cal effect; and instanced the aso of this ques- 
tion always at periods precedi 
election. 

Mr. D. entered into a brief argument to show 


ng the presidential 


tures, and then returned to the act of 1842, which 
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of another. That gentleman said to the people 
of the West, in very intelligible language, ‘* the 
people of Pepaae ene are so deeply invelved 
in debt that, for Heaven's sake, do not refuse to 

ive us this bounty unul we redeem ourselves,” 
Wow. if that was the true intent of the tariff act, 
he should like it to be clearly presented to the 
American people. Hitherto, no max had ven- 
tured to defen a protective tariff; even the Whig 
candidate for the Presidency had disavowed “ pro- 
tection for protection’s sake;’’ but the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania had taken new ground: he 
insisted that protection, and not revenue, was the 
object of the act of 1842; and he stated that the 
banners used in the Baltimore procession showed 
the feelings and wishes of the people to be in favor 
of a protective tariff. 

He begged distinctly to be understood as say- 
ing that no man in his section of the country was 
opposed to a tariff asa tax measure. There was 
no person who expected to receive the benefits of 
the American Government without furnishing the 
necessary means to carry on the Government; but 
when the Government went beyond that point, 
and exercised the power to protect particular 
classes of the country, it traveled out of the limits 
of the Constitution, and of all just Government; 
and he might be permitted to say that any people, 
who were situated as his constituents were, that 
would submit to have the power of this Govern- 
ment used to take out of their pockets the product 
of their hard labor, to be given in the shape of 
bounties to their fellow-citizens in other portions 
of this Union, would be no longer worthy to form 
a part of the household of this great republic. It 
might be said that the manufacturers required these 
bounties to enable them to avoid the dire necessity 
of going to the western country, and making their 
home among the savages of the far West, (as they 
were considered,) and becoming demi-savages 
themselves; but if they supposed the people of the 
West would tax their industry to keep the man- 
ufacturers in their distinctive character, they were 
very much mistaken. Such a supposition would 
argue that the western farmers were held to be 
inferior to the manufacturers; and that, as infe- 


riors, or serfs, they could be despoiled of the | 


product of their labor for the advantage of those 
who affected a superiority over them. He begged 
gentlemen not to deceive themselves. The man- 
ufacturers had chosen their locality and their pur- 
suits, and they must be satisfied with their condi- 
tion and their circumstances. Why should the 
West thus be taxed for the benefit of any portion 
or interest of thiscountry? Would the manufac- 
turer base it on the richness of the western soil, | 
and the superior advantages and possessions of 
the western farmer? 
Let the manufacturer, then, abandon his pur- 
suits, if they are not productive; and join the 
western farmer, and participate in his labors, and | 
the product of his labor; but, in God’s name, let | 
him not expect the products of the industry of | 
the West to be transferred to the pockets of the | 
manufacturer of any other portion of the country. | 





The people of the West were not opposed to the || were excluded, the market for the western prod- 


| ucts would be closed. But what, he would ask, 


manufacturing interests, or any branch of those 
interests; but they expected every branch to sup- | 
port itself. He would advise the tariff gentlemen | 
not to push their schemes too far. Even a reve- | 
nue tariff imposed a tax on the consumer to the 
advantage of the manufacturer, as a matter of 
necessity. The country must have revenue, and 
they did not object to the incidental protection | 
which was afforded by a revenue tariff; but to 
expect that they would submit to more, was to | 
suppose them unworthy of the blessings of a free | 
Government. 


duced the price of commodities to the consumer; 
but that was too shallow a humbug to be availa- | 
ble longer as a deception of the people. The | 
consumer now not only paid the amount of the | 
revenue, but the expense of its collection; and to | 
this extent the manufacturer was protected, and | 
with that he should be satisfied. The time had | 
been when the compromise act wasadvocated by 
all parties; but he did not now blame the repre- | 
sentatives of the manufacturing interests for using 

their exertions to procure bounties for those 
whom they represent; but he would ask if the 
wesjern consumer would be deemed worthy of 














1 conemnne told them that their markets were in 
| 


| were told that high duties on foreign imports in- 
|, creased the cost of the foreign commodity, and 


The only ground on which a pro- || 
tective tariff had been defended, was that it re- |) 


| supply and demand; and, so far as 
j 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


was not a revenue bill, but a bill to protect one || his participancy in this free Government, if he ductive of profits to those southern and west 
class of the industry of the country at theexpense j ern 


submitted to it, 

The agricultural portion of the community 
would submit a long time to oppression while 
there was a hope of ultimate relief; but so soon 
as it should be ascertained to be the settled policy 
of the country that one portion of it was to bear 
not only the whole burdens of Government, but 
be taxed for the sake of giving bounties to other 
portions, then society would be dissolved into 
its originalelements. ‘The people would not long 
submit to this system of legalized robbery; and 
whenever that miserable humbug that a high 

| tariff made low prices should be exploded—and 
it would take long to do that—they would rise 
in their majesty of strength, and pronounce its 
condemnation. There were no differences be- 
tween the North and the South, and the East and 
the West, that could not be easily harmonized. 
The whole continent might be taken into the 
Union, and there would be no conflicting interests 
to distract our counsels, provided the Govern- 
ment would do its duty and not seek to aggrandize 

|| one section at the expense of another. If the 

Government would confine itself to its legitimate 

sphere of action, nothing but peaceand harmony 

would pravail. But whenever the Government 
|| wields the taxing power—the greatest of all 
| powers—for the purpose of enriching one por- 
| ion of the country by taxes drawn from the other 

|| not necessary for the support of the Government, 
the only alternative left was freedom or slavery; 
and he would as soon be handcuffed and sold to 
a southern slave market, as to have the people he 
represented handcuffed and robbed by legislative | 
enactment, Mr. K. then replied to the various | 
arguments used in favor of the protective system, 
and particularly noticed the argument that a high 
tariff reduced the prices of the manufactured 
articles to the consumer. 

Mr. DICKEY, prompted by the great interest 
which his constituents had in a protective tariff, 
proceeded to make some remarksin itsfavor. If 
the bill now before the committee should become 
a law, his constituents would be vey seriously 
|| injured. They had hoped that this subject would | 
|} not be saienaal at the present session, but that | 
|| they and the country would have been left in the | 

enjoyment of the blessings of which the act of | 

1842 was so productive; but in that expectation 

they had been disappointed, for this bill had been 
brought forward (notwithstanding the act of 1842 | 
was producing ample revenue for the Govern- | 
ment, and reviving the trade and commerce of the | 
country) against the wishes of the people, and of | 
a majority of the Representatives on this floor, 
| who, early in the session, refused to instruct the 

| Committee of Ways and Means to report such a 

bill. The object of this bill was evidently to 








| break down one branch of industry in the coun- 
try—the manufacturing; and for no other pur- 
| pose, that he could discover, than to encourage 
| the labor and manufactures of foreign countries. 
| The act of 1842 had been denominated an op- 


pressive act; but oppressive to whom? Western 
oreign countries, and that if foreign manufactures 
was to prevent the export of western products; 


for we had no export duties? So far, then, there 
was no restriction on that foreign traffic. But they 


became oppressive to the consumer. Now, he 
did not admit that, in all cases, duties on foreign 
goods enhanced their price to the consumer, In 
some cases the duties fell on the producer; in 
others, partly on the producer and partly on the 
consumer; and in some others, on the consumer 
alone. This was a matter that was regulated by 
present 
tariff act was concerned, it had not operated as a 
tax on the consumer; for if the price had been 
increased, it was so inconsiderable an increase as 
| not to be perceptible. But suppose it did enhance 
the price: did the gentlemen of the South and 
West pay any more than the amount on the arti- 
cles which they consumed? Certainly not. But 
ifthe gentlemen of the South orthe West exported 
their staples and imported foreign manufactures 
in return beyond the amount for their own con- 
| sumption, was not the increased price on the 
| excess of imports beyond their own wants pro- 
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exporters? How, then, was the South 
estoppressed? The South and the Werte 
not alone consumers; for, by published statistical 
tables, it was shown that the middle, norther 
and New England States were the greatest ont 
sumers. - He then went into a long, elaborate 
argument, in the course of which he quoted largel 
from Tucker’s Statistics to show the value — 
importance of the manufactures of this country 
tr. HUDSON entered into an elaborate ars, 
ment in defense of the protective system and Gn 
actof 1842. He took notice of the reasons given 
by the Committee of Ways and Means for ex. 
empting the articles of sugar and iron from the 
general rule of reduction they proposed, and he 
contended that the same reasons would show the 
necessity of exempting in like manner ali the 
other articles now protected bya high duty. There 
was no reason for continuing the protection on 
sugar and iron that would not show the pro riety 
of continuing the protection on cotton, cock ae, 
since the interest invested in these manufactures 
was as great as that vested in the other. If iron 
was necessary for national defense, as the com- 
mittee alleged, were not the products of hem 
equally as necessary? Nor was this all; our sea- 
men and our soldiers must have clothing ang 
shoes; and it is just as necessary for national de. 
fense to protect the woolen and leather interests ag 
iron. he soldier, it is true must have inuskets; 
but he must also have clothes, slioes, and hats, 
But Government was under no greater obligation 


| in time of war, or in time of preparation for war, 


to protect the interests of the country, than in 
time of peace. Mr. H. next proceeded to defend 
the tariff report of the Committee on Manufac- 
tures, presented some days since by himself, 
which had been assailed in the course of the 
debate. 

Mr.COLLAMER movedan amendment; which 
led to some conversational discussion, and to the 
suggestion of some points of order, to escape from 
which the amendment was withdrawn. 

Mr. DUNCAN said he had various notes and 
some banners, prepared as the staple of a speech; 
but as the day was advanced, and as it was Sat- 
urday, on which day some reduction of and relax- 
ation from labor was granted, even to slaves, he 
moved that the committee rise. This would afford 
him an opportunity to make greater preparation 
for his speech on Monday. 

The committee accordingly rose, and reported 
progress. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Several executive communications were pre- 
sented to the House by the Speaker. 


ANNEXATION OF TEXAS. 


Mr. THOMASSON desired to say a few words 
explanatory of the course he felt it his duty to 
pursue in relation to a subject of great public 
interest. 

No objection being made, 

Mr. THOMASSON said that he had received 
instructions from a number of his constituents, 
instructing him to vote for the annexation of 
Texas tothe United States; and he desired to lay 
them on the table, and make some explanations 
in justice to himself, because, as at present ad- 
vised, he could not conform to those instructions, 
and because of the peculiar manner in which this 
question had been managed in his district. 

The instructions were directed to himself, not 
in the manner of a petition to Congress, but in- 
tended for his own action, and were accompanied 
by a letter requesting him to submit them to the 

ouse, and to offer his views in regard to the 
subject on which they treated. They came from 
some of the most respectable citizens of the county 
of Carroll, in his district, and one of those who 
signed it had, pending the last canvass for Con- 
gress, prepoences to him the question, what 
course he would pursue in relation to the annex- 
ation of Texas? He then expressed the opinion 
that Texas should remain an independent nation; 
and he did so because he had no reason to believe 
that Texas desired to be annexed to the United 
States. Since he had understood that Texas de- 
sired the annexation, his opinions had become 
somewhat changed. He had no constitutional 
scruples in regard to the annexation of that coun- 
try to the United States; and he wished to be un- 
derstood that he was for the annexation when the 
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a war with Mexico, he was against it, even if || 
the consequence was the loss of his seat here; if i 
the annexation is to be with the consent of Mex- | 
ico, he was for it. If the question was to be with || 
any other nation besides Mexico, he was for the i 
annexation, even at the expense of a war. He 
ynderstood that the armistice which had subsisted | 
for some time between Texas and Mexico would | 
soon be at an end; and it would soon be seen 
whether Mexico intended to prosecute the war or 
not. If Mexico recognized the independence of 
Texas, or consented to the annexation, he would 

for it; but not without. He believed that we 
ought to treat Mexico with the same justice, and 
as religiously observe our treaty stipulations 
with her, as if she were a stronger Power. If 
Mexico appealed to a third Power in Europe, and 
that Power should interfere, then he was for an- 
nexation, even at the expense of war. In fine, 
he took for his rule of action the principles laid 
down in Mr. Monroe’s message, in which he 
speaks of the interference of European Powers 
with the affairs of this continent. He would not 
consent that any one of them should either hold || 
Texas or interfere with the question between this | 
Government and Mexico. 

} 
| 


Mr. THOMPSON asked what was the ques- | 
tion before the House. 
the subject of Texas? 

The SPEAKER said there was no question 
before the House, unless the gentleman from | 
Kentucky presented his instructions. 

Mr. THOMASSON said that he would with- | 
draw them. | 

On motion of Mr. SEYMOUR, the House |! 
adjourned. 


Was it in order to debate 





The following petitions, presented to-day, were handed | 
to the reporters by the members preventing them : 

By Mr. JOHNSON, of Ohio: The petition of Zachariah 
Lawrence, ot Ohiv, praying for compensation for capture 
of the British sloop Venture, in 1813. 

By Mr. KOCK WELL: The memorial of thirty-one citi- 
zens of Alford, Massachusetts, praying for a reduction of 
the nen of postage, and the abolition of the franking || 

ivilege. | 

By Mr. ST. JOHN: The petition of Anthony Brasher | 
and eighteen others, citizens of Crawitord county, and 
State of Ohio, asking the establishment of a mail route 
from Bucyrus, in Crawford county, Ohio, to Findlay, in | 
Huneock county, in the State of Ohio. 

Also, the petition of Mr. Vance and one hundred and | 
sixty-five others, citizens of Crawford county, asking the 
establishment of a mail route as above. 

By Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York: The petition of | 
Skelton Falton, of Troy, New York, praying for compen 
sation for losses sustained in the last war; which was 
referred to the Committee of Claims. 








IN SENATE. 
Monpay, May 6, 1844. 


Mr. SEMPLE presented a memorial from Jo- 
seph Smith, of Nauvoo, Illinois, in favor of the 
annexation of Texas, and the occupation of the 
Territory of Oregon; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. . 

Mr. BARROW presented a petition from Jo- 
Co Bell, of Louisiana, asking Congress to pass 
alaw giving him permission to enter a certain 
tract of land in the parish of Concordia, under 
the preémption law; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, a memorial from the members of the bar 
residing in the western judicial district of Indiana, 
asking Congress to pass a law abolishing that 
judicial circuit, and to give to the eastern judicial 
district jurisdiction over the whole State; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MOREHEAD presented a memorial from 
a large number of citizens of Ohio, representing 
that the business of the country is in a more pros- 
perous condition since the enactment of the tariff 
of 1842 than before, and that any modification 
of its provisions would be disastrous, and ex- 
presses the hope that no change may be made in 
it this session. 

Mr. M. said he was happy to have it in his 
power, so faras he had heard any opinion ex- 
pressed, to say that the wishes of the petitioners 
were likely to be gratified. 

The memorial was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. EVANS presented the erm and 
resolutions of a public —— eld in the town 
of North Yarmouth, in the State of Maine, re- 
Monstrating against the annexation of Texas to 


|| in Seott county, Missouri; which was referred to | 
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time arrived. If it was to be accompanied the United States; which were referred to the Com- || cumstances—that is, granting them preémption 


mittee on Forcign Relations. | 

Mr. JOHNSON presented a petition from the 
Mexican Gulf Railroad Company of Louisiana, | 
and of F. De Lizardi & Co., praying to be re- || 
lieved from the payment of duties on certain rail- || 
road iron imported by said company; which were | 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BAYARD presented a petition from thirty 
citizens of Wilmington, Delaware, praying for 


|| the ratification of a treaty for the annexation of 


| 
| 
Texas to the United States; which was referred | 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. STURGEON presented resolutions of the 
Legislature of Pennsylvania, requesting the Sen- 
ators and Representatives in Congress from that 
State to use their influence to procure an early 
appropriation for rebuilding the piers at Port || 
Penn, in the Delaware; which were referred to || 
the Committee on Commerce. | 

Mr. ATCHISON presented a memorial from || 
a number of citizens of Adair county, State of | 
Missouri, asking Congress to make an appropri- || 
ation to improve the navigation of the western || 
waters; which was referred to the Committee on || 
Commerce. 

Also, a petition from Scott county, Missouri, 
asking for the establishment of a mail route from 
Mills’s Point, Kentucky, to the town of Benton, | 


| 


the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
Mr. PHELPS presented a memorial from sun- | 
dry citizens of the county of Rutland, Vermont, | 
remonstrating against any change of the present || 
tariff; which was referred to the Committee on | 
Finance. | 
Mr. HUNTINGTON presented a memorial | 
numerously signed by citizens of Bridgeport, Con- | 
necticut, remonstrating against any change in the | 
existing tariff; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. | 
ADVERSE REPORTS. || 
Mr. BATES, from the Committee on Pensions, || 
made adverse reports in the cases of John Stone, | 
Martha Emmet and others, and Sarah Cardoza; |} 
which were ordered to lie on the table and be || 
printed. i 
IMPROVEMENTS IN MICHIGAN, 


The bill to apply certain alternate sections of 
the public domain towards the completion of 
works of internal improvement in the State of 
Michigan, was taken up, and considered as in 
Committee of the Whole, reported to the Senate, 
and ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 


WABASH AND ERIE CANAL. 


On motion of Mr. WHITE, the previous or- 
ders of the day were postponed; and the bill to 
rant certain lands in the State of Indiana, the 
Getter to enable said State to extend and complete 
the Wabash and Erie canal from Terre Haute to 
the Ohio river, was taken up as in Committee of 
the Whole, considered, amended, reported to the 
Senate, and ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. 





CAPTAIN SITANNON. 


On motion of Mr. TAPPAN, the previous or- 
ders of the day were postponed; and the bill from 
the House for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Captain Samuel Shannon, deceased, was 
taken up as in Committee of the Whole, consid- 
ered, reported to the Senate, and ordered to be 
read a third time. 


GEORGE HARRISON. 


On motion of Mr. CRITTENDEN, the pre- 
vious orders of the day were postponed; and the | 
bill for the relief of George Harrison and his 
sureties was taken up as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

After a few remarks by Mr. CRITTENDEN, 
in explanation and in favor of the bill, and by 
Messrs. WRIGHT and PHELPS in opposition 
to it, the last-named Senator proposed to amend 
it, so as to exclude an allowance for certain cloth- 
ing for which Harrison, us paymaster, was re- 
sponsible. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, and ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading. 


PREEMPTION RIGHTS. 


The bill for the relief of citizens of towns on 
the lands of the United States, under certain eir- 


rights to town lots—came up in order before the 
Senate on the question of engrossment. 

‘I'he bill was debated by Messrs. HAYWOOD, 
JARNAGIN, PHELPS, and WOODBRIDGE, 


and passed over informally till to-morrow. 
DISTRICT BANKS. 


Mr. MILLER gave notice that he would, on 
Wednesday, call up the bill to recharter the banks 
of the District of Columbia. 


THE TARIFF. 


The first bill among the special orders called 
up was that of Mr. McDurrie, for restoring the 
tariff to the standard of the compromise act; the 
pending question being on the resolutions of the 
Committee on Finance for its indefinite postpone- 
ment, 

Mr. EVANS observed that the motion lay on 
the table at present, to be called upat the instance 
of any Senator desirous of expressing his views 
on the subject. He should merely give notice 
that to-morrow he would move to take up the 
resolutions, that the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 


| Bacay] might have an opportunity of speaking 
|| on the subject. 


CUMBERLAND ROAD. 
The bill making appropriations for the con- 


| tinuation of the Cumberland road through the 
| States of Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois, was the 
| next in order. 


The question pending was on ordering the bill 
to be engrossed for a third reading. 

Mc. ATHERTON called for the yeas and nays 
on this question. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the bill 
was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading 
yeas 23, nays 12; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, 


Benton, Breese, Choate, Crittenden, Fulton, Hannegan, 
Jarnagin, Johnson, Merrick, Moorhead, Porter, Semple, 


|, Sevier, Simmons, Sturgeon, Tappan, White, and Wood- 


rnive—IWZ 


NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Atherton, Bagby, Berrien, Clay- 


| ton, Evans, Fairfield, Haywood, McDutfie, Mangum, 


Phelps, aud Woodbury—12. 
OREGON. 


The next bill on the special orders was Senate 
bill No. 23, to encoutage the settlement of Oregon 
Territory. 

Mr. ATCHISON observed that when the res- 
olution to give notice to the British Government 
of the discontinuance of the convention of joint 
occupation was up, the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations had, from a source 
deemed authentic, informed the Senate that a ne- 
gotiation was on foot, which probably would 
adjust the Oregon question before the close of the 

resent session; and the arrival of a British min- 
ister to carry on that negotiation had been urged 
as a reason for postponing action on the present 
bill till a late period of the session. He now un- 
derstood from the chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, that probably some days would 
elapse before he could say what would be the re- 
sult of the negotiation. Under these ciroum- 
stances, he would not now press for the consid- 
eration of the bill, but would wait a few days, 
with an understanding that it should be acted 
upon in sufficient time before the close of the ses- 
sion. 

Mr. ARCHER was understood to say that he 
would take the earliest opportunity of giving the 
Senator the necessary information, to enable him 
to fix a day for calling it up again. 

The general orders were then resumed. 


PAY OF THE NAVY. 


The Senate bill (No. 101) supplementary to the 
act entitled “‘ An act to regulate the pay of the 
Navy of the United States” was next taken <p 
and its consideration, as in Committee of the 
Whole, was resumed, the — pending being 
on the amendments offered by the Senator from 
Massachusetts (Mr. Cuoate} when the bill was 
before under discussion. 

Those amendments were, in the second section, 
to make the compensation, by shipwreck or acci- 
dent, in case of the loss of the vessel, for any pay 
officer, sergeant, or corporal of marines, sixty dol- 
lars, instead of twenty-five dollars proposed by 
the bill; for a seaman, marine, , On ser- 
vice, or fireman, fifty dollars, instead of twenty 
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doliars; and for a boy twenty dollars, instead of | suggested by the Senator would not exactly reach 
fifteen dollars. | the object he had in view; for, if his amendment 

Mr. BAYARD objected to this increase of com- || were adopted, it would render the section accept- 
pensation. It would, in the case of a first lass || able to‘him, because it would exclude the case of 
frigate being lost, make an addition of fifty per || the Missouri, which he wished to see put upon 
cent. to the amount conceived necessary for com- || its own merits, as a separate measure. If his 
pensation to the class coming under the denom- || amendment were not adopted, he should vote for 
ination of petty officers, seamen, and marines. |) striking out the section. 


The allowance proposed by the bill would, on a |} Mr. BAYARD observed that the cee: 


first class frigate, be for them about twenty thou- ment would have control of the matter. He would 
| 
| 





sand dollars; to which the amendments, ifadopted, || have no objection to adopting the language ot the 
would add $10,000. It was not i si nor || act of 1800 r ' 


intended to give full compensation for everything 
lost by the crew. The object was to make a rea- 
sonable and ratable compensation for part of each 
individual ’s loss. The committee had been guided 
in fixing the rate of compensation by the regula- 
tions in the English naval service, with this ex- 
ception, that a much larger proportionate allow - 
ance was made for losses sustained by the pett 

officers, seamen, and marines, than in the British at anchor in harbor, was apparent. It might lead 
service. || to neglect of duty or exertion to save the vessel, 

Mr. CHOATE reiterated the arguments he had \ the chance of escape being at hand. 

used in support of his amendments when they || This point was discussed at considerable length 
were before under consideration; and maintained |, by Messrs. BAYARD, CHOATE, and HAY- 
that, to make the bill equitable, it was but just to ||; WOOD; after which the vote was taken on Mr. 


allow $60 to a petty officer whose actual loss was | Haywoop’s amendment, and it was rejected. 
at least $100; and $50 to a sailor, marine, or ordi- || 


| 
nary hand in the service, whose actual loss was 


» Which was: ‘* vessels wrecked, lost, 
| oF destroyed.’”’ 

| Mr. HAYWOOD considered the word ‘ de- 
stroyed’’ equally indefinite as the word ‘ other- 


wise.’’ It was only in an extreme case, such as 
| shipwreck or capture, that a general provision 


| for individual losses, The mischief of holding out 
| compensation for losses by fire, while a ship la 





$80, so as to make the proposed allowances pro- | 


were not greater in proportion. \\ 

Mr. WOODBURY was in favor of the amend- || 
ments proposed by the Senator from Massachu- || 
setts. He considered the whole matter resolved |; 
itself into this: that a maximum allowance was || 
to be fixed by the bill, beyond which the Navy || 
Department could not go.” But it was clear that | 
the Department would have to investigate each |! 
application; and where no loss was -inourred, no || 
allowance would be made; but the compensation 
would be in reference to the actual loss, keeping || 
in view the maximum allowance, which was not 
to be exceeded. 

Mr. BAYARD explained, that the committee, 1 
in framing the bill, had taken great pains to fix | 
upon the scale lad down, They had consulted | 
with experienced naval officers, who approved of | 
this scale. He therefore saw no necessity for the |; 
extension now proposed. ¢ 

Mr. CHOATE, as a counter evidence of naval 
officers, read extracts from the letter he had quoted 
from on a former occasion, showing that the av- 
erage of loss sustained by each petty officer on 
the Missouri was $100, and each seamen, marine, | 
and fireman $80. 


special legislation, move to strike out the fourth 
section, [relating to the Missouri steam frigate.] 

This amendment was adopted. 

So the fourth section was stricken out. 

The question then recurred on Mr. ALLEN’s 
motion to strike out the second section; upon 
which 

Mr. BREESE called for the yeas and nays; 
| which were ordered. 

Mr. TAPPAN moved to amend the section in 
the third line, before the question was put on 
|| striking out. His amendment was, to insert after 
| the word “ otherwise,” before quoted, the words, 
** except captured by an enemy.”’ 

The amendment was rejected, 

The question recurring on striking out the sec- 
ond section, 

Mr. ALLEN recapitulated his arguments on 
the subject when the bill was before under con- 
| sideration, and showed that the only safe course 
| was to trust to special legislation upon each case 
| as it should arise in the naval service. Asa new 
point, he showed that it was absurd to ground the 
merits of this bill on the experience of the British 
The question was then taken on Mr. Cuoate’s | naval service; for that experience for two hundred 
amendments, and they were adopted. | years had been against any general law on the 

-Mr. ALLEN renewed his motion, made when || a —_ — — eres rowed 
the bill was before under discussion, to strike out | ao tis Ane from the adoption ee tien naiial in 
eee eee the seale of | council of 1840. But no proof had been offered 

Mr. HAYWOOD moved to amend the second ee eee ee 
section before the question was puton striking it }, wa ene which he did nétwish to ese 
out. His amendment was to strike out the word | tried in the Asasienm bien nema 
“ otherwise”’ in the beginning of the sectionwhich | M4, BAYARD replied that the nemnnionion ap- 
mune thus: pointed by the British Government to inquire into 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That whenever any || the expediency of such a law in 1838, had been 
mpc wna ofane United Ste cal bo toy ap composed of the highest and most experienced 
officers and crew of sald ship for losses austained by — |, Officers in the military, naval, and civil service of 
according to such scale and under such reguiations as shall || the country; and, after two years of labor and in- 
be established by the Navy Department: Provided, §c. vestigation, and the examination of a great num- 

And insert in place of it the word * capture;’’ ber of witnesses, they had come to the conclusion 
so that it would read: “ lost by shipwreck or cap- that such a regulation was indispensab!y neces- 
ture,” &c., _ sary for the good of the service. It was no argu- 

His object was to exclude such a wide latitude || MeM* tO Say that improvements should not be 

| 


as the word * otherwise’’ admitted of, and to con- || adopted, because for centuries the world had done 


wchoeh See tay Se eaave Se Oe -eeiperrec || ment had been established by long experience. } 
. {| . . 
Mr. ALLEN suggested tohis friend from North || ‘The question was then taken on a aaa. 
Carolina that it would be better to suspend his | a 7 313 somal: aciiaaunie , 
motion to amend till the question was taken on , SUt©G—yeas dv, nays 20; : 


striking out the section, as that reached at once || | YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atherton, Bagby, Benton, Breese, 


she whole principle } an, eS Semple, Sevier, Sturgeon, 
+ ty - 11" , a y t—13. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER observed that NAYS -Messree Archer, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, Choate, 

the usual course was to perfect the section by Capith, Coenen Dee ae ev aes 

endment before the i iki t || Huger, Huntington, Jarnagin, Johnson, Merric er 

— ‘an an before the question of striking ou | Pip’, Rives: Slaamone, White, Woodbcldge, ana Wood: 


ke ; : |) bury-—23. 
. ALLEN ted |) i 
Mr. A did not oppose the course pointed | So the motion was negatived. 


out; he only suggested the propriety of testing | 
| The bill, as amended, was then reported back 


| without them. The necessity for this improve- 


the sense of the Senate on striking out the sec- 
tion, which might save the time of amending it. | — Senate, and the amendments were con- 
i in. 


Mr. HAYWOOD remarked that the course 


| should be made, compensating innocent sufferers | 








Mr. BAYARD observed that, as an opportu- |! wood, Huger, Jarnagin, Johnson, Merrick, P 
|| nity would offer, when the case of the Grampus || and White—l2. 

| came up, to include tne case of the wlissouii, he | 
portionate to those of the officers whose losses | would, in order to divest this general law of all || 


| 
| 


| 
| 
| 
| 


| 
| 


| 
| 


| 
| 


ce ee a 
ee 


|| second section, by inserting, 
‘whenever any ship or vessel of the United 


Mr. TAPPAN remarked that h ; 
amendment, offered in Committee of the Wh Ne 

| had not been understood, or it would not he > 
been rejected. He should therefore re ri 


| motion to amend the bill in the third linn at “ve 
after the words 


States shall be lost, by shipwrec 
the words ‘‘ except by capture.’’ 
to exclude from the compensatio 
cases in which a vessel is suffered by the crew 1 

be captured by an enemy. It was obvious on 
to compensate the individuals who were to main, 
| tain their ship, for losses jn case of capture would 
be to hold out some inducement to them to sur- 


k or otherwise,” 
His object was 
" proposed all 


render sooner than if no such induce 
isted. He thought there should be no induce. 
ment whatever held out in such cases. On this 
question he called for the yeas and nays; which 
| were ordered. 
| ‘The question was then taken on Mr. Tappay’s 
| amendment, and resulted—yeas 21, nays 12; as 


| follows: 
| YEAS — Messrs. Allen, Archer, Atchison 


Barrow, Benton, Berrien, Breese, Choate, Crittenden’ 
| Foster, Fulton, Henderson, McDuffie, Miller, Sevier, Stuy. 
| geon, Tappan, Woodbridge, Woodbury, and Wright—2 
| NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Clayton, Evans, Fairfield, Huy. 


helps, Rives, 


ment ex. 


» Atherton, 


So the amendment was adopted. 


The bill was then ordered to be engrossed, as 
amended, for a third reading. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


| _ On motion of Mr. BENTON, the Senate went 
| into executive session, and after a short time 
spent therein, adjourned. 








| HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Monpay, May 6, 1844. 
| 





The Journal of yesterday having been read, 

Mr. ADAMS rose and moved a correction of 
the same, by striking out from the communica- 
tion of the Secretary of State, (in answer to a 
resolution of this House, inquiring whether any 
gruss errors had been discovered in the printing 
of the sixth census,) as copied upon the at 
the words: ‘* that nosuch errors had been discov- 
ered.’?’ Mr. A. accompanied his motion with some 
| remarks, but in so low a tone that the reporter 
| could with difficulty gather their import. He said 
| it could not possibly be a correct representation, 
| because very gross errors had been discovered, as 
| he intended and would pledge himself to show. 
| The SPEAKER remarked that whether errors 
existed or not would be a matter for investigation. 

In the opinion of the Chair, there was no error of 
the Journal, because it contained only a faithful 
transcript of the communication made by the 
Secretary of State. 

Mr. ADAMS persisted in his motion. It was 
the most extraordinary communication ever made 
| from the State Department. 
| Mr. WELLER observed that, inasmuch as the 
| Journal contained only a transcript of the com- 
| munication, there was no error to be corrected. 

Mr. ADAMS said he would pledge himself to 
produce documents to prove that gross errors did 
exist. He would adduce such proofs as no man 
would be able to contradict. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL remarked that, if he 
understood the motion of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, it was to correct a mistake of the 
Clerk in journalizing what was stated in “ — 

this 


munication from the State Department. 
red to him the motion ought not 


were 80, it ap 
to succeed. The Secretary of State having re- 
rted to the House that there were no mistakes, 

e presumed that it must be so journalized. 

Mr. HOLMES said, whether the Journal should 
be altered or not was one question; and whether 
the assertion of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, in opposition to the assertion of a high func- 
tionary of the Government, was to be the issue 
before this House, was another question. The 
gentleman, in a summary mode, attempted to 
negative the assertion of the Secre of State, 
upon whom they had called for information. And 
if the House should accede to the motion of the 
gentleman, it would be, in effect, declaring in 
advance that what the Secretary had stated was 
false. This appeared to be the clear and explicit 
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ct of the gentleman who made the motion. 
He thought the House ought not, on the mere 
- gixtt of any man, however sagacious, to neg- 
juvethe deliberate statement of ahigh functionary 
of the Government. 

Mr. WELLER svid he thought they were 
making a bad commencement of the week by 
consuming the time in a discussion so utterly 
useless. He supposed the gentleman from Mas- 
gchusetts had now attained his object by making 

attack upon the Secretary of State. As to 
whether the report of the Secretary was true or 
not, was an issue between the gentleman and the 
gecretary of State. The gentleman alleged that 
the Secretary had made a false report, in stating 
that no gross errors had been committed. This 
was not the question, however, presented to the 
House by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 
The only question for the House to decide was, 
whether the Clerk, in making up the Journal, 
had made it confurm to the report of the Secre- 
tary of State. It was apparent, on inspection, 
that it did conform to the report; and therefore 
there was no error to be corrected. He demanded 
the previous question. é 

The demand for the previous question was sec- 
onded, and the main question ordered to be now 


P 


mand tellers were called for. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. GrinnELL 
and HaraLson were appointed, and they re- 
ported—ayes 26, noes 96. 


So the yeas and nays were ordered; and re- | 


suled—yeas 32, nays 126. 

So the Journal was not amended. 

Mr. McKAY renewed his motion to go into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


Union. 

Mr. ADAMS asked if it was in order to move 
torefer the subject just disposed of to a select 
committee with instructions. 

The SPEAKER replied in the negative. 


Mr. ADAMS moved a suspension of the rules. | 


Mr. SCHENCK asked if an amendment to the 
Journal did not take precedence. 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. SCHENCK then moved to amend the 
Journal, by inserting thereon the entire commu- 
nication received from the Secretary of State. 

The SPEAKER put the question, and decided 
that the motion appeared to be lost. 


for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER put the question on the mo- 
tion for the yeas and nays; and as sixteen only 
voted in the affirmative, it was declared to be 
lost, 

The SPEAKER next put the question on the 
motion to amend the Journal, by inserting the 
communication of the Secretary of State; which 
was negatived. 


ut. 
Mr. ADAMS called for the yeas and nays on || 
the motion to amend the Journal; on which de- || 


i 
' 
' 
} 
| 
i 
| 


} 





only. In the second branch of the case—as to 
|| the assault by William S. Moore on a_ police 


|| case they had stated all the material facts The 
|; committee had expressed, in distinct terms, the 
} 

| 3 

decorum from its presence, and to punish for con- 
tempt committed within its presence, or the viola- 





|| as it had been decided by the United States Su- 


|| preme Court, in cases which the report set forth, || 


| that the House had no power to punish for con- 
|| tempt beyond imprisonment, which could only 


H last during the continuance of the session of the || 


i} House, the committee had thought proper to 


|| report a resolution, although the committee were || 


|| only called upon to report the facts of the case. 
|| They had deemed it pdeieabie to report a resolu- 
|| tion to enable the House to act directly on the 
question, both asregarded Moore and themselves. 





| And whilst the committee deemed it competent | 


|| in this Hoase to punish individuals for a violation 
|| of its ones and whilst such a punishment 
|| would be no bar to any future prosecution, the 
1 committee was of opinion that no such punish- 
|} ment should be inflicted by this House; but that 
| Moore should be turned over to the judicial author- 
| Sufficient evidence had been taken by a magis- 
| trate whereon to issue a warrant, and an officer 
| would be ready to take Moore into custody as 
| soon as he should be discharged from the custody 
|| of the Sergeant-at-Arms. 


|| branch of the subject submitted to the committee 


|| that, he begged to say that the committee still had 
it under consideration, and that the report now 
i} made was buta report in part. He then sub- 
|} mitted the resolution, which declared that it was 


to the civil authorities; and on this resolution he 
moved the previous question. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON suggested to the gentleman 
from North Carolina the propriety of allowing 
this subject to go over to a future day. 

Mr. SAUNDERS made some remarks which 


report, and it was read. 


| 
| were not distinctly heard. 


ing examined a great number of witnesses, on 


Kewnepry, of Indiana, had made a statement in 
| relation to a certificate given by him and some 


! . . . 
] House was in session, and a debate going on, Mr. 
| 


an extract of some remarks of Mr. Clay. That 


1 Mr. Ratuscen said, when Mr. K. concluded: 


** Yes, we can prove it, all around the House.’’ 


| To which Mr. Wuite, turning towards him, re- | 


Mr. SCHENCK asked for a division on the || plied: “If youdo, you will prove a damned lie— 
call for the yeas and nays. [Cries of ** [t is too i swallow that;’’ that immediately Mr. Ratusun 


late.’? 


|} struck at Mr. Wuire, and blows passed between 
The SPEAKER said the gentleman’s motion || the gentlemen; but that they were immediately || 


came too late, for the question of amendment had || separated by the gentlemen near them. 


intervened, and was negatived. 
THE RENCOUNTER IN THE HOUSE. 
Mr. SAUNDERS asked the gentleman from 


n relation to the case of Mr. Moore, the report 


Messrs. Wuire and Ratuscyn, he was found 
within the bar, and resisting the Sergeant-at-Arms; 


|| officer—the committee had examined sixteen wit- || 
1 nesses; and in their report on that branch of the |! 
i 
j 


power of this House to exclude offenders against |! 


tion of any of its acknowledged privileges. But || 


the gentleman from North Carolina to move to 
| take up the report now? 

Mr. SAUNDERS said it was not. 

Mr. WHITE then desired the gentleman from 
North Carolina to withdraw the call for the pre- 
,. vious question, to allow him to suggest a material 
error in the report, which no coubt the committee 
| unintentionally made. 
| .Mr.SAUNDERS withdrew the call for the pre- 
vious question on condition that the gentleman, 
| after making his explanation, would renew it. 
Mr. C. JOHNSON suggested to the gentleman 
| from Kentucky, if it would not be better to lay 
| the subject over till Monday. 

Mr. WHITE. No, sir. I desire to correct the 
| error now, as much for the committee’s sake as 
my own. /The error consisted in omitting to state 
/ a material fact, and he called the attention of the 
| committee to it. It was this: the committee did 
| not state that,in the reply he made to Mr. Rata- 
BUN, using the epithet quoted by the committee, 
he leaned over to Mr. Raruacy, and pronounced 
that epithet in a very low tone of voice, so as 


| only to be heard by Mr. Ratusun and those im- 


ities of the country. He would further state that | 


‘here was another | 


} 


inexpedient to take further steps in the case of || 
William S. Moore, and that he be delivered over || 


mediately near him, and not by the House. This 
fact was testified to by every witness who had 
been examined on the subject; and yet the com- 
mittee omitted to notice it. He now appealed to 
the gentleman from North Carolina to state that 
fact. 

Mr. SAUNDERS said that the reply of the 
gentleman from Kentucky and the mannerof the 
reply were both taken into consideration by the 
committee; but they had not deemed it necessary 


|, to say anything about the manner of either of the 
—that in relation to an enactment to punish future | 


outrages within the Capitol; and in respect to || 


gentlemen. With regard to the tone of voice in 
which the gentleman from Kentucky used the 
remark imputed to him in the report, it was true, 
as the gentleman said, that he spoke ina low tone 
| of voice; but inasmuch as the gentleman spoke 
| sufficiently loud to be heard by Mr. Ratusunand 
those immediately near him, the committee did 
not consider it of any importance whatever. 

Mr. WHITE said he would ask if it was not 
the determination of the committee, at one time, 
not to make any other report than the testimony? 
He had understood this, and it struck him with 


| surprise this morning when he heard the e— 
’ 


|| man from North Carolina make the report 


Mr. C. JOHNSON called for the reading of the || 


e did. 
Under the pledge given to the gentleman from 
| North Carolina, he would renew the demand for 


|| the previous question; but inasmuch as the gen- 
i he report, in substance, states that, after hav- | 
Mr.SCHENCK ealled for a division, and also |! 


|| oath, the facts established were, that while the 


tleman would not agree to correct his report, he 
hoped the House would vote down the motion 
for the previous question. The report did him 


|| injustice in the particular he had noticed, and he 


' 
i 


} 


| wished to move to correct it. If the report went 


1 || abroad in the present shape, it would be of no 
| other gentlemen in regard to the authenticity of |) 


service to him to correct it a fortnight hence. 

| Mr. ELMER asked, if the subject should be 

| laid on the table, if it would be in future a privi- 

| leged question, to be taken up at any time bya 
majority. 


he SPEAKER said that it would. 


‘|| Mr. WELLER desired to know if either of the 


i] ome particularly interested in the report 


esired to orm on the subject. If so, it would 
| be manifestly unjust to sustain the call for the 
| previous question. 


Mr. RATHBUN observed that he was per- 


|| fectly willing that the call for the previous ques- 
|| tion should be sustained. 


North Carolina to withdraw his motion to go into | 
committee, to allow him an opportunity to make | 
areport from a select committee. He would 
make a brief explanatory statement of the report | 
which he was about to make. It was from the |! 
select committee appointed to inquire into the || 
circumstances of the late rencounter between the || 
gentleman from New York (Mr. Ratuscn] and || 
the gentleman from Kentucky,(Mr. Wurrs,| and || 

_Circumstances attending the wounding of a | 
— officer by an individual named William S. | 

oore. On the first branch of the subject submit- 


ted to the committee—that in relation to the ren- | 
counter between two members of this House—the | 
committee had examived thirty-four witnesses, | 
whose statements were sworn to: of those ex- | 
aminations the committee had reported such | 
portions as they deemed n , but the com- | 
mittee considered that they had no authority to | 
report any resolution; therefore the commit- 
tee left the case with the House for its disposal, 
a report of the facts and the testimony | 


that Mr. McCaus.en removed him from the Hall, 
and pushed him out of the door; that on Mr. Mc- 
Cavsien’s leaving him, and returning into the || 38; and the main question having been ordered, 
House, he fired a pistol, by which Mr. Wirt, one || Mr. C. JOHNSON called for the yeas and 
of the police, was wounded in the leg; that he was | nays, and they were ordered; and the question 
then seized by the persons near him, and secured, | was then taken, and resulted—yeas 117, nays 54. 
and another slaak ond a dirk were taken from Mr. PETTIT moved a reconsideration of the 
him. The committee recommended the turning || vote just taken; and he did so, he said, more with 
of this person over to the civil authorities of the || the view of giving expression to his opinion than 
District. with any expectation of carrying the question of 
Mr. WHITE asked if the previous question || reconsideration. His object was to point out the 
was applicable to a case of this nature. inconsistency between the report of the committee 
The SPEAKER replied that, in the opinion of || and the resolution appended to that report. It 
the Chair, it was. || would be recollected that, on the evening when 
Mr. WHITE said he would not take an appeal; || this disastrous difficulty occurred. he suggested 
but he desired to know if the proposition was t» || that this House had no ce to punish by im- 
print the entire paper? | prisonment. He held this doctrine yet; and it 
Mr. SAUNDERS said that the motion was to || was the only doctrine by which the liberty of 
print the report and the testimony, and lay them | the subject could be secured. A majority, how- 
on the table, to be taken up at the pleasure of the || ever, decided otherwise. The objection he made 


ouse. was, that the report of the committee 
Mr. WHITE asked if it was the intention of || the power of the House to imprison until the end 


|| The question was put on seconding the call for 


states that, when the rencounter took place between 
i} ; ; : - 
|| the previous question, and carried—ayes 74, noes 
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of the session; taking for granted that the indi- 
vidual was guilty, without allowing him an op- || 
portunity to defend himself. If the House had || 
this power, they ought not to adopt this resolu- 
tion. If they had the power to redress an indig- || 
nity of this nature, they ought to redresa it; but |, 
he would endeavor to show why it was that they 
had not the power. } 
Mr. SAUNDERS interposed, to say that the 
report did not express an opinion as to whether 
the man was guilty or not. 
Mr. PETTIT said the report expressed the 
opinion that the House had a right ° imprison. || 
Mr. SAUNDERS remarked that that question 
had been decided by the Supreme Court. 
’ Mer. PETTIT said there were other cases as 
well as that where the Supreme Court had decided |) 
erroneously. That court decided that the alien || 
and sedition laws of the elder Adams were con- | 
stitutional. Let him not be referred to the de- |) 
cision of the Supreme Court so long as its benches 
were filled by Federal judges. If it were true that 
an offense had been committed within this House, 
and the House had the power to punish the of- |! 
fender, this resolution ought never to have dis- || 
graced the House. The House, at a moment |! 
when they are exasperated and enraged, might 
do more, at one fell blow, to bring themselves || 
into disgrace and disrepute, than could be effected |) 
by any other possible means. Gentlemen referred 
to the power of the British Parliament. They || 
had better refer to the instrument under which || 
they held their seats upon that floor. 
Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania, called the || 
gentleman from Indiana to order for irrelevancy. 
Mr. PETTIT continued to make some further 
remarks, and then moved the previous question 
on his motion; on which fifty-one voted in the 
affirmative. 
Tellers were called for, and Messrs. Stewart || 
of Pennsylvania, and McC.Lernanp were ap- 
nee and they reported—ayes 68, noes 34, 
eing less than a quorum. 
The SPEAKER said it was evident there was || 
& quorum present; and he requested gentlemen to || 
vote on either one side or the other. 
The vote was again taken; and 80 voted in the \ 
affirmative and 35 in the negative. 
So there was a second. . 
The main question was also ordered to be put, | 
and the question recurred on the motion to recon- 
sider; which was negatived. {| 
Mr. WHITE inquired if the select committee } 
| 








had consented to make the alteration in their 
report which he had suggested. 

Mr. SAUNDERS replied that there was no 
objection to the alteration; but the committee 
would insist on making still further alterations. || 

Mr. WHITE said he felt constrained to offer || 
a resolution for the recommitment of this report, 
with instructions to insert words descriptive of 
the tone of voice in which he used the words 
that were attributed to him: He would nothave || 
made this motion if there had been any discrep- | 
ancy in the testimony of the witnesses on that | 
epoint. 

Sodie. HAMLIN rose to a point of order. The | 
yee question had been moved and sustained | 

y the House, on the report of the committee and 
the resolution; and therefore it was not competent || 
for the gentleman from Kentucky to go on with || 
this debate. i 

A conversation ensued between Mr. WHITE || 
and the SPEAKER, in relation to the position of || 
the business before the House. } 

The SPEAKER decided that the resolution and || 


} 


remarks of the gentleman from Kentucky were 
not now in order; and he announced the question | 
to be on the motion to - the reporton the table, | 
with the accompanying documents. 

Mr. WHITE as ed the permission of the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina to have such a cor- | 
rection made in his report as would accord with || 
the admissions of that gentleman himself. 1) 


} 


Mr. SAUNDERS said that his motion was, | 


that the report and accompanying documents be | 
iaid on the table and printed. 








| mittee, 


| having been guilt 


Mr. RATHBUN, who submitted the following 
amendment: 


And report all the language used by Mr. Ware to Mr. 


| Raruson; and also whether Mr. W. did not, at the instant 


of his answering Mr. R., raise his hand and attempt to 
strike him. 


Mr. C. JOHNSON said this matter seemed to 


_ be treated as if it was only acontroversy between 
the gentleman from Kentucky*{Mr. Ware] and 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. Rarusun] 


and the gentleman at the head of the select com- 
Mr. Saunpers.}] The whole question, 
so far as the order and dignity of the House were 


concerned, wasoverlooked; and no person seemed 


| to have thought that the House should take any 
| steps to vindicate its own violated order. He 


thought the matter should be taken up in the 
House and discussed, and that the House should 
consider whether it would take any further steps 


to vindicate its dignity. He confessed he heard || 
the report of the committee with surprise. He 
/expected that they would have recommended 


some course of action to the House, instead of 
confining themselves to a mere report of the facts. 
He thought that, instead of recommitting the re- 
port, it would be better to fix upon some day for 


the character and dignity of the House, and the 
influence it might have on the institutions of the 
country. 


Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania, moved the || New York in a low tone of voice 





| 
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scene in which the gentleman cuta figure not 






He had now a word to say to 
tleman from Tennessee, (Me. cy —— oo 


wished to call the attention of the House . . 





; v 
long ago. There was a scene of disorder j ; 


House on the occasion he referred to, and an the 
tleman was part and parcel of it. It was een 


vious, too notorious, to have escape : 
of most of the gentlemen present, Seats “ see 
that were hurled backwards and forwardeb . 
two gentlemen engaged could not be forgotten 
Mr. C. JOHNSON. I should like to kng 
what the gentleman alludes to? - 
Mr. WHITE. Could the gentleman have fo; 
gotten what took place between him and the c: 


| tleman from South Carolina, (Mr. Houmes ? Or 


all the gentlemen on this floor whose mouth 
should have been closed on the subject of whe 
and decorum, the gentleman from South Carolina, 
who, the other day, moved his expulsion and 
the gentleman from Tennessee, who now dis. 
coursed so eloquently on the subject of order anq 
decorum, should at least be silent. Had it escaped 
the memory of the gentleman that a scene of this 
nature took place between him and the gentleman 
from South Eerotinn on the floor of the House: 


acting on it, He had noearthly feeling in regard || The gentleman surely could not ha 
‘to this subject further than it mab comport with || 4 A va = forgotten 


it, nor the epithets that he and the gentleman used 
on that occasion. He wished to call the attention 
of the gentleman from Tennessee to another fact. 


|, While he used the epithets to the gentleman from 


» the epithets 


ee question; but at the earnest request of |! that passed between the gentleman and the gen- 
" i 


. Wurre, withdrew it to enable him to offer 
some remarks. 

Mr. WHITE said that the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. C. Jounson] had es calmly risen 
here, and delivered a very graceful lecture to the 
House on the subject of decorum, dignity, and 
order. The gentleman said that it was not a 
question between the gentleman from New York 
and himself, (Mr. W.,) but a question of the or- 
der and dignity of the House. This swelled in 
the bosom of the gentleman from Tennessee, and 
he told the House that he was not for suppressing 


| the matter, but for such action as the dignity and 


character of the Hlouse required. Did not the 
gentleman, twenty minutes ago, vote for the previ- 
ous question to stop debate, and was he not unwill- 
ing to order the committee to correct an important 
error? Now, he wished the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee to understand, and the House to under- 
stand, that he wanted no man’s voice silenced on 
this question. He did not vote for the previous 
question. He wanted the whole truth brought 


‘| out; and whatever it might be, he was prepared 
| to bear it, not only in the face of the House, but 


| 
| 


{ 


of the civilized world. Whilst he said this, he 


should ever protest against the palpable injustice 


|| that report had done him. He would not have | 


| 
| 








| 
| 





tleman from South Carolina were loud enough to 
be heard in the northwest part of the Hall, where 
he sat. Mr. W., after a few more remarks, said 
he wanted the matter sifted to the bottom; and if 
they were going to rectify the morals of the House, 
let us take up all the disorders that have occurred, 
He therefore would amend his motion by moving 
to recommit the report, with instructions to inquire 
into the altercation that took place between the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. C. J OHNSON] 
and the gentleman from South Carolina, (Mr. 
Howes. | 
In conclusion, he hoped the House would not. 
hesitate. If the committee had not the power to 
make the amendment, he hoped, at least, the 
report would not be permitted to go forth to the 
world without being amended; for he declared, 
before the House and before the world, that if 
the committee would but report the testimony as 
iven, no imputation of guilt could rest upon him 
in the mind of any honorable man; and he would 
now move, in addition to his former motion, that 
the committee be instructed also to inquire into 
the disgraceful transaction which occurred be- 
tween the gentleman from South Carolina and the 
gentleman from Tennessee. After some further 
remarks touching this transaction, Mr. W. with- 


wished the committee to state any facts but such || drew this latter proposition. 


as were not disputed—such as there was no con- 


Mr. C. JOHNSON said he had not been atall 


flicting testimony in regard to. On this subject || surprised at the course which had been pursued 


there was a variety of conflicting testimony; but 
the fact he wished to be noticed in the report was 


|, one about which there was no dispute. All the 


witnesses concurred in regard to it. The com- 
mittee had reported the offensive language he used 
to the gentleman from New York, and the epithet 
accompanying it, leaving it to be inferred that it 
was loud enough to be heard by the whole House, 
and thereby violating its order; while, in fact, the 
epithet he used was intended for the ear of the 
gentleman from New Yorkalone. Heleaneddown 
to the gentleman from New York, and whispered 
the offensive remark in his ear, and it was only 
heard by him and by the few gentlemen immedi- 
ately around him. If, however, the report should 

© out as it is, he should stand condemned as 
of conduct creating disorder 
and confusion, and to the annoyance of the whole 


body. ; 
Mc. SAUNDERS made some remark, which 
was not distinctly heard. 
Mr. WHITE said he wished to state that, 
when he used the expressions to the gentleman 
from New York referred to in the report, he was 


After some conversation between Messrs. || as cool and collected as he was this moment. He 


WHITE and SAUNDERS, , I] 
Mr. WHITE modified his miotion to recom- || 
mit, by moving to recommit without instruc- | 
uuons. 
Mr. C. JOHNSON rose, and was recognized 
by the Chair; but yielded to 








knew what he was about.at the time, and replied 
to what he supposed was intended as an insult in 
what he considered a proper manner. He leaned 
down and whispered the reply in the *s 
ear, intending no one to hear it but the gentleman 
himself. 


| 
| 


by the gentleman from Kentucky towards him- 
self. He supposed, from the course which the 
gentleman pursued from the commencement of 
the affair, that if any gentleman thought proper 
to  pronens his views in relation to the decorum 
and the dignity which it became that House to 
observe as the Representatives of a great and 
powerful nation, he would be subject to the rebuke 
of the gentleman from Kentucky; that that gen- 
tleman would rake up whatever his recollection 
enabled him to bring forward in order to secure 
his conduct from censure. All that he had said 
was, that he thought the honor of the House 
required that they should do something more in 
relation to this affair; and he had pressed “pes 
the House the necessity of having the papers 
upon the table that they might be examined. 
ot that he desired the gentlemen should be pun- 
ished; what he wanted was, an opportunity of 
examining the evidence in order to see whatit 
was the honor of this House demanded at their 
hands. He had uttered nota word disparagingly 
of the gentleman from Kentucky, yet he 
fire; and what did he do? jaokaenee ascene 
which he said was more di ful. He stated 
that the word “untrue ”” ad passed between the 
gentleman from South Carolina (Mr. Hoxmes} 
and himself, and that ‘‘untrae’’ meant “lie, 
and that, therefore, the lie had been given. 
Mr. WHITE i to explain; but ex- 
planation 


was ob) to. 
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